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: LETTER I. 

W ""' ■ - 

r 1 HAVE lately met with a book of your's, enrirfcd 

— THE AGE OF REASON, part thc fccond, being an 
inveftigatioB of true and of fabulous theology ; — 
and I think it not inconfiftent with my ftation, and 
Ihedniy I owe to fociety, to trouble you and the 
world with fome obfcrvations on fo extraordinary a 
performance. Extraordinary I efteem it j not from 
any novelty in thc objedions which you have pro- 
duced againft revealed religion, (for I find little or 
, no novelty in them,; but from the zeal with which 

you labour to dilTeminate your opinions, and from 
thc confidence with which you eflcem them true. 
You perceive, by this, that I give you credit for 
your fincerity, how much foever I may quedion 
your wifdom, in writing in fuch a manner on fuch 
a fubjefl : and I have no reluctance in acknowledg- 
ing, that you poflefs a condderable Ihare of energy 
^ of language, and acutenefs of inveligation; though 
' I muft be allowed to lament, that ihefc talents have 

not been applied in a manner more ufeful to human 
kind, and more creditable to yourfelf. 

I begin with your preface You therein ftate — 

that you long had an intention of pubiiHiing your 
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thoughts upon religion, bat that you had originally 
refervcd it to a later period in life. — I hope there is 
^ no want of charity in faying, that it would have 
been fortunate fof the chriilian world, had your life 
been terminated before you had fulfilled your inten- 
tion. In accomplilhing your purpofe yoti will have 
unfettled the faith of thoufands ; rooted from the 
minds of the unhappy vinuous all their comfortable 
affuiance of a future recompence ; have annihilated 
in the minds of the flagitious all their fears of future 
puniQiment ; you will have given the reins to ihe 
domination of every paflion, and have thereby con- 
tributed io the iniroduftion of the public infecurity, | 
and of the private unhappinefs, ufually and al- 
moft neceffarily accompanying a ftate of corrupted 
morals. 

No one can -think worfe of confeffion lo a prieft 
and fubfequentabfolution, as praftifed in the church 
of Rome, than I do: but 1 cannot, with you, at- 
tribute the guillotine malTacres to that caufe. Men\ 
minds were not prepared, as you fuppofe, for the 
commiflion of all manner of crimes, by any doc- 
trines of ihc church of Rome, corrupted as I efteem 
it, but by their not thoroughly believing even that 
religion. What may not fociety expeft from thofc, 
who ftiall imbibe the principles of your book ? 

A fever, which you and ihofe about you expefled 
would prove mortal, made you remember, wiih re- 
newed fatisfniilion, that you had written the former 
part of your Age of Reafon — and you know ihere- 
iore, you fay, by experience, the confcieniious trial,] 
of your own principles. I admit this declaration toj 
be a proof oi the finceriiy of your perfuafion, but I 
1 cannot admit it to be any proof of the truth of 1 
vour principles. What is confcience ? Is it, 
has been thought, an inietnal monitor iniptanled in 
us by the Supreme Being, and didating to us, on 
all occifions, what it right or wrong? Or is it 
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merely our own judgment of the moral re£iitude or 
turpitude of our own aftions? I take the word 
(with Mr. Locked in the latter, as in the only in- 
telligible fenfe. Now who fees not chatour judg- 
ments of virtue and vice, right and wrong, are not 
always formed from an enlightened and difpallionate 
ul'e of our rertfon, in the inveftigation of truth ? 
They are more generally formed from the nature of 
the religion we profels ; from the quality of the 
civil government under which we live; from the 
general manners of the age, or the particular man- 
ners of the perfons with whom we affociate ; from 
the education we have had in our youth ; from the 
books we have read at a more advanced period ; 
and from other accidental caufes. Who fees not 
that, on this account, confcience may be conform- 
able or repugnant to the, law of nature ? — may be 
certain or doubtful? — and that it can be no crite- 
rion of moral reftitude even when it is certain, be- 
caufe the certainty of an opinion is no proof of its 
being a right opinion? A man may be' certainly 
perfuaded of an error in reai'oning, or of an untruth 
in matters of faft. It is a maxim of every law, 
human and divine, that a man ouRht never to aft in 
oppoiition to his confcience : but it will not from 
thence follow, that he will, in obeying the diftaies 
of his confcience, on all occafions aft right. An 
inqnifitor, who burns jews and heretics; a Robe- 
fpierre, who malfacres innocent and harmlefs 
women ; a robber, who thinks that all things ought 
to be in common, and that a itate of property is an 
unjuft infringement of natural liberty : — iheJ'e, and 
a thoufand perpetrators of different crimes, may ail 
follow the dictates of confcience ; and may, at the 
real or fuppofcd approach of death, remember 
*' with renewed fatisfaftion" the worlt of their 
tranfaftious, and experience, without difmay, " a 
confcientious trial of their principles. But this 
B 2 their 
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th^ir confcientious coinpofure can be no proof to 
Others of the reftitude of their principles, and ought 
to be no pledge to themfelves of their innocence, 
in adhering to them. 

I have thought Ht to make this remark, with a 
view of fuggefling to you a confideration of great 
importance — whether you have examined calmly, 
and according to the bed of your ability, the argu- 
ments by which the truth of revealed religion ma} , 
in the judgment of learned and impartial men, be 
eftablilhed ? — You will allow, that thoufands of 
[earned and impartial men, (I fpeak not of priefts, 
' who, however, are, I truft, as learned and impar- 
tial as yourfelf, but of laymen of the moft fplendid 
talents) — you will allow, that thoufands of ibefe, in 
all ages, have embraced revealed religion as true. 
Whether thele men have all been in an error, en- 
veloped in the darknefs of ignorance, Ihackled by 
the chains of fuperftition, whilft you and a few 
others have enjoyed light and liberty, is a qucftion 1 
Jubmit to the decilion of your readers. 

If you have made the heft examination you can, 
and yet rejeft revealed religion as an impofture, I 
pray that God may pardon what 1 elleem your error. 
And whether you have made this examination or 
not, does not become me or any man to determine. 
That gofpel, which you defpife, has taught me this 
moderation ; it has faid to me — *' Who art ihou 
that judged another man's fervant ? To his own 
raaitet he ftandeth or falleth." — I think that you are 
in an error ; but whether that error be to you a 
vincible or an invincible error, I prelume not to de- 
termine. 1 know indeed where it is faid — '■ that 
the preaching of the crois is to them that perifli fool- 
irtinefs, — and that it the golpel be hid, it is hid to 
them that are loit." The confequcnce of your un- 
belief mud be left to the juft and merciful judgment 
of him, who alone knoweth the mechanifm and the 
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ifiberty of our underdandings ; the origin of our 
opinions; the ftrengih of our prejudices; the ex- 
cellencies and the defefts of our reafoning facultiesT* 
I fliall, defignedly, write this and the following 
letters in a popular manner; hoping that thereby 
they may Hand a chance of being perufed by that '' 
clafs of readers, for whom your work feems to be 
particularly calculated, snd who are moft likely to 
be injured by it. The really learned are in noj 
danger of being infetted by the poifon of infidelity: 
they will excufe me, therefore, for having entered, 
as tittle as poUible, into deep diiquifitions concerning 
the authtnticity of the Bible. The fubjeft has been, 
fo learnedly, and fo frequendy, handled by other 
writers, that it does not want (I had almoft faid, it 
does not admit) any farther proof. And it is the 
more neceflary to adopt this mode of anfwering 
your book, becaufe you difclaim all learned appeals 
to other books, and undertake to prove, from the 
Bible itfelf, that it is unworthy of credit. I hope 
to fliew, from the Bible iilelf, the direft contrary. 
But ID cafe any of your feaders fhouid think that 
you had not put forth all your ftrength, by not re- 
ferring for proof ot your opinion to ancient authojs ; 
left ihey (hould fufpeit that alt ancient auihors are 
in your favour; I will venture to affirm, that had 
ynu made a learned appeal to all the ancient books 
in the world, facred or profane, chriltian, jewifh, 
or pagan, inftead of lelTening, they would have ef- 
tabli(hed, the credit and authority of the Bible as 
the Word of God. 

Quitting your preface, let us proceed to the work 
itfelf; in which there is much repetition, and a de- 
ieft of proper arrangement. I will follow your 
track, however, as nearly as 1 can. The firft quef- 
tion you propofe for confideration is — " Whether 
there is fuflicient authority for believing the Bible to 
" c the Word of God, or whether there is not ?" — 
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Tou determine this queftion in the negative, upon 
■what you are pleafeJ to call moral evidence. You 
hold it inipofllble that the Bible can be tbe Word 
of God, becaiife it is therein faid, ihat the Uraelites 
d«(lroyed the Canaanites by the exptefs command of 
God : and to believe the bible to be true, we muft, 
you affirm, nnbelieve all our bdicf of ihe moral 
juftice of God; for wherein, you afk. could crying 
or fmiling infants offend? — I am altonifhcd that io 
acute a realbner Oiould attempt to difparage the 
Bible, by bringin;! forward thi^ exploded and fre- 
quently refuted objection of Morgan, Tindat, and 
Bolingbroke. You profefs yourfelt to be a deift, 
and to believe that ihere is a God, who created the 
Univerl'e, and cftablilhed the laws of nature, by 
which il is fuHained in esiftence. You profcls that 
from the coniemplaiion of the works ot God, you 
derive a knowledge of his attributes ; and you re- 
jeft the Bible, becaiii'e it afcribes to G(^d things in- 
conliltent (as yoii luppole) with the atiritiutes which 
you have difcovered to btlong to him ; in parti- 
cular, you iliink it repugnant to his moral juHice, 
that he fhould doom to deflruition the crying or 
fciiling infants of the Canaanites. — Why do you not 
maintain it to be repugnant to his moral juflice, that 
he (hould fuffer crying or fmiling infants to be fwai- 
loaed by an earthquake, drowned by an inunda- 
tion, confumed by a fire, Ilarved by a famine, or 
deftroyed by a peflilcncc? The Word of God is 
in peifeCl harmony with his work ; crying or fmiling 
infAnrs are fubjc£t to death in both. We believe 
that the earth, at the exprcfs command of God, 
opened her mouth, and fwallowed up Koiah, 
Daihan, ajid Abiram, with their wives, their fons, 
and their little ones. This you efteem fo repugnant 
to God'K moral julHce, that you fpuvn, as fpurious, 
the' book in which the cirtumilance is related. 
-When Catania, Lima, and Lifbon, were fcverally 
deftroyed 
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dedroyed by earthquakes, men wjth their wives, 
their Tons, and their little ones, were fwaltowed up 
alive: — why do you not fpurn, as fpurious, the 
book of nature, in which this fatl is certainly writ- 
ten, and from the perufal of which you infer the 
moral jufticc of GoJ ? You will, probably, reply, 
that the evils which the Canaanites fuffered from the 
exprefs command of God, were different from thofe 
which arc brought on mankind, by the operation of 
the laws of nature. — Different! in what?: — Not in 
the magnitude of the evil — not in the fubjefts of 
fufferance — not in the author of it — for my philofo- 
phy, at leail, inftruits me to believe, that God not 
only primarily formed, but that he hath through all 
ages executed, the laws of nature; and that he will 
through ail eternity adminiftcr them, for the general 
happinelis of his cteatures, whether we can, on 
every occafion, dilcern that end or not. 

I am far from being guilty of the impiety of quef- 
tioning the exiftence of the moral juftice of God, 
as proved either by natural or revealed religion ; 
what I contend for is fhortly this — diat you have no 
light, in fairneis of reafmiing, to urge any apparent 
deviation from moral ju(tjce, as an argument againft 
revealed religion, becaufe you do not urge an etjually 
apparent deviation from it, as an argument a^ainft 
natural religion : you reject the former, and admit tha 
latter, without adverting that, as to your objei^ion, 
they muft ftaiid or fall together. 

As to the Canaanites, it is needlefs to enter into 
any proof of the depraved ftate of their morals ; 
they were a wicked people in the time of Abraham, 
and they, even then, were devoted to dellruclion by 
God; but their iniquity was not then full. In the 
time of Mofes, they were idolaters, faciificers of 
their own crying or fmiling infants ; devourers of 
human flefh ; addicttd to unnaiuial luft ; immerfed 
in the fiUhinefs of all manner of vice. Now, I 
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think, it vill be impoflible to prove, that it was a 
proceeding contrary to God's moral juftice, to ex- 
terminate fo wicked a peofite. He made the Ifrael- 
itca the executors of bis vengeance; and, in doing 
this, he gave fuch an evident and terrible prcof of 
his abomination of vire; as could nr.t fail to (trike 
the I'urrounding nations with alionifhment and ter- 
ror, and to iiiiprefi on the minds of ihc Ifiaelites 
what they were to expefl, if they inllowcd the ex- 
ample o£ the nations whom he commanded them to 
cut ofl" ■' Ye (hall not commit any of thefe abomi- 
nations — that the bnd fpue not you out alfo, as it 
fpued out he nations that were before you." How 
ftrong ^nd defcriptive this language ! the vices of 
tbe iiihubitantR were fo abominable, that the very 
land was fitk of them, and forced to vomit 
them forth, as the ftomacb difgorgej a deadly poi- 
fon. 

I have often wondered what could be the reafon 
that men, nnt deditute of talents, fhould be de- 
firous of undermining the authority of revealed re- 
ligion, and (Vudious in expofmg, with' a malignant 
and iliiberti exultation, every little difficulty attend- 
jog the fcriptures, to popular animadverfion and 
contempt- I am not willing to aitribule this (trange 

Eropenfity to what Plato aitribuied the aiheilra of 
is lime — to profligacy of manners — to aft'eftatioti 
of finguiarity — to grofs ignorance, alluming the 
femblance of deep refearcfi and fuperior (agacity ;-^ 
I had rather refer it to an impropriety of judgment, 
refpefting the manners, and mental ac(juirements» 
of human kind in the tirfl ages of the world. Moil 
unbelievers argue as if they thought that man, itl 
remote and rude antiquity, in the very birth and 
infancy of our fpecies, had the lame diftinft concep- 
lions of one eternal, invifible- incorporeal, in- 
finitely wife, powerful, and good God, which they 
theinlelvefi have now. Thi» 1 look upon as a great 
mi Hake, 



I 

I 
1 



( 9 ) 

miftake, and a pregnant fource of mfidelttr. Ha- 
inan kind, by long experience ; by the innitationB 
of civil fociety ; by the cultivation of arts and fci- 
ences ( by, as 1 believe, divine inftruftion aftually 
given to fotne, and traditionally coniniunicated to 
all; is in a far more diQinguifhed Giuation, as to 
the powers of the mind, than it was in the child- 
hood of the world. The hiftory of ftian is the hif- 
tory of the providence of God ; who, willing the- 
fuprcme felicity of .all his creatures, has adapted hlB 
government to the capacity of thof^, who in differ- 
ent ages were the fubjeds of it. The hiftory of nnj 
one nation through mt all ages, and that of all na- 
tions in the fame age, are but leparate parts of one 
great plan, which God is carrying on for the moml 
melioration of mankind. But who can compre- 
hend the whole ol this immenfe defign? 'I'he fliort- 
pefs of life, the weakneis of our faculties, the in- 
adequacy of our means of information, confpirc to 
make it iaipoflible for us, worms of the earth ! in- 
fers of an hour ! completely to underitand anf 
one of its parrs. No man, who well weighs ihe 
lubjeft, ought to be furprifed, that in the hidoriet 
of ancient times many things (hould occur foreign 
to our manners, the propriety and neceffity of whicii 
wc cannot clearly apprehend. 

It appears incredible t« many, that God Almighty 
Ihould have had colloquial intercourfe with our firft 
parents ; that he fliould have coniratted a kind of 
iiiendlhip for the patriarchs, and entered into co- 
venants with them ; that he (hould have fufpended 
the laws of nature in Egypt ; fliould have been to 
apparently partial as to become the God and go- 
vernor ot one pariictilar nation ; and fliould have 
ib far demeaned himfelf, as to give tu that people! 
bnrdenfome ritual of worftiip, ftatutes and ordi- 
nances, many of which feem to be beneath the 
dignity of his attention, unimportant and impolitic. 

I have 
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I have converfed with many deifts, and have 
always found that the ftran<;enefs of thefe things 
was the only rcafon for their diibelief of them : 
nothing fimiiar has happened in their time ; 
they will not, iherefoie admir, that thefe evente 
L-Iiave really taken place at any time. As well might 
t child, when arrived at a ftatc of manhood, con. 
nd that he hud never either flood in need of or 
atpcrienced the follering care of a mother's kind- 
lefs, the wearifome attention of his n-jrfe, or the 
Unflru^ion and difcipline of his fchoolmaller. The 
JBupreme Being felecled one family from an idola> 
ous world ; nurfed it up, by various acts of his 
providence, into a great nation ; communicated to 
' 'that nation a knowledge of his holineTs, juftice, 
mercy, power, and wifdom ; difleminated them, at 
various times, through every part of the earth, that 
they might be a " leaven to leaven the whole lump," 
that they might affure all other nations of the ex- 
iftence of one fupreme God, the creator and pre- 
ferver of the world, tte only proper obje£t of ado- 
ration. With what reason can we expert, that what 
was done to one nation, not out of any partiality to 
them, but for the general good, lliould be done to 
all ? that the mode of inftrnftion, which was fuited 
10 the infancy of the world, Giould be extended to 
the maturity of its manhood, or to the imbecillity 
(if its old age? I own to you, that when 1 confider 
how nearly man, in a fav^ge ftate, approaches to 
the brute creation, as to intellectual excellence ; and 
when I coiiiemplaie his miferable attainments, as to 
the knowledge of God, in a civilized ftate, when 
he has had no divine inilruftion on the fubje^, or 
when that inftruclion has been forgotten, (for all 
men have known fomeihing of God from tradition,) 
1 cannot but admire the wildom and goodnefs of 
the Supreme Being, in having let hirafelf down to 
(UT apprcheiUiOQs ; in having given to mankind^ io 
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the earlied ages, fenfible and extraordinary proofs 
of his exiCtence and attributes ; in having made the 
jewilh and chrif^ian difpenfations mediums to con- 
vey to all men, through all ages, that knowledge 
tonccrning himfelf, which he had vouchfafed to give 
immediately to the firft. I own it is Itranget very 
ftrange, that he fliould have made an immediate 
inanifellaiion of himfelf in the firft ages of the 
world ; but what is there that is not ftrange? It is 
{(range that you and I are here — that there is water, 
and earth, and air, and fire — that there is a fun, 
and moon, and ftars — that there is generation, cor- 
ruption, reproduction. I can account ultimately 
for none of thefc things, without recurring to him 
who made every thing. I alfoam his workmanftiip, 
and look up lo him with hope of prefervation 
through all eternity ; I adore him for his word as 
well as for his work : his work I cannot compre- 
hend, but his word hadi alTured me of all that 1 am 
concerned to know — that he hath prepared ever- 
lafting happinefs for ihofe who love and obey him. 
'Ihis you will call preachment, — 1 will have done 
with it J but the fubjeiS is fo vafi, and the plan of 
.providence, in my opinion, (o obviouily wife and 
good, that I can never think of it without having 
my mind filled with piety, admiration, and gra- 
titude. 

In addition to the moral evidence (as you are 
pleafed to think it) againit the Bible, you threaten, 
in iheprogrefs of your work, to produce fuch other 
evidence as even a prieit cannot deny. A philofo- 
pher in learch of truth forfeits wiih me ail claim to 
candour and impariiality, when he introduces railing 
for reafbning, vulgar and illiberal farcafm in the 
room of argument. I will not imitate the example 
you fet me ; but examine what you fhall produce, 
with as much coolneis and refpett, as if you had 
given the priefts no provocation ; as if you were a 

man 



man of the moft uablemifted charaflcr, fubjefl to 
no prejudices, afluated by no bad defigns, uot liabtif 
to have abufe reroried upon you with fucccfs. 
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JtS E F O R E you commence your grand attack 
upon the Bible, you wifli to efiablilh a difference 
between the evidence neceffary to prove the authen- 
ticity of the Bible, and that of any other ancient 
book. I am not furprifed at your anxiety on this 
head ; for all writers on the fubjeft have agreed in 
thinking that St. Auftin reasoned well, when, in 
vindicating the genuinenel's of the Bible, he aJked 
— '* What proofs have we that the works of Plato, 
Ariflotle, Cicero, Varro, and other profane authors, 
were written by thofe wbofe names they bear ; un- 
iefs i( be that this has been an opinion {generally re- 
ceived at all times, and by all thofe who hare lived 
fince ihefe authors V This writer was convinced, 
that the evidence which eflabliQied the genuineneft 
of any profane bodK, would eftabliih that of a fa- 
ered book ; and I profefs jnyfelf to be of the fame 
opinion, notwithllanding what you have advanc^ 
to the contrary. 

In this part your ideas feem to me to be confufed j 
I do not fay that you, defignedly, jumble together 
mathematical fcience and hiftorical evidence; the 
knowledge acquired by demonftration, and the pro- 
bability derived irom teitimony. — You know but of 
one ancient book, that auihuritaiiveiy challenges 
univerfai 
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univerfal confent and belief, and that is Euclid's 
Eleraents- — If I were difpofed to make frivolous ob- 
jeiSions, 1 fliould fay that even .Euclid's ElemenW 
had not met with uaiverfal confent ; that there had 
been men, both in ancient and* modern times, who 
had queftioned the Intuitive evidence of fome of 
his axioms, and denied the juftnefs of fome of his 
deraonftrations : bui, admitting the truth, I do not 
fee the pertinency of your obfervation. You are 
attempting to fubvert the authenticity of the Bible, 
and you tell us that Euclid's Eleraents are certainly 
-true. — What then ? — Does It follow that the Bible 
is certainly talfe ? The moll illiterate fcrivener in the 
kingdom does not want to be informed, that the 
examples in his Wingate's Arithmetic, are proved 
by a different kind of reafoning from that by which 
he perfuades himfeif to believe, that there was fuchi 
a perfon as Henry VIII. or that there is f\ich a city 
as Paris. 

It may be of ufe, to remove this confufion la 
your argument, to (late, diJlimftly, the difference 
between the genoinenefs, and the authenticity, of a 
book. A. genuine book, is that which was written 
by the perfon whofc name it bears, as the author of 
■it. An authentic book, is that which relates mat- 
ters of fact, as they really happened. A book may 
be genuine, without being authentic ; and a book 
may be authentic, without being genuice. The; 
I'Ooks written by Richardfon and Fielding are ge- 
nuine books, though the hin:oi:ies*Dt Clariffa anil 
Tom Jones are lables. The hiilory of the iiland of 
Formofa is a genuine book ; it was written by Pfal- 
manazarj but it is not an authentic book, (thougb 
it -was long elleeraed as fuch, and traiiHated into 
different languages,) for the author, in the tatter 
part of his life, took Ihame to himlelf for having 
impofed on the world, and confeffed that it was a 
mete romance. Anfon's Voyage may be coafidercd 
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as an autbenirc book, it, probably, containing a' 
irue Darration of the principal events recorded in 
it ; but it is not a genuine book, having not been ' i 
■written by Walters, to whom it is afcribed, but by 
Robins. 

This diftinftion between the genuinenefs and au- 
thenticity of a book, will aflid us in detecting the 
fallacy of an argument, which you date with great 
confidence in the part of your work now under 
confideration, and which you frequently allude to, 
in other parts, as conclufive evidence againft the 
truth of the Bible. Your argument ftands thus — 
if it be found that the books afcribed to Mofes, 
Joffiua, and Samuel, were not written by Mofes, 
jofliua, and Samuel, every part of the authority 
and auihenticity of ihefe books is gone at once. — I 
prefume to think otherwife. The genuinenefs of 
ihefe books (in the judgment of thofe who fay that 
they were written by liiefe authors) will certainly 
be gone ; but their authenticity may remain ; they 
may (till contain a true account of real tranfaftions, 
though the names of the writers of them Ihould be 
found to be different from what they are generally 
elleemed to be. 

Had, indeed, Mofes faid that he wrote the five 
firft books of the Bible ; and had Jofliua and Sa- 
muel faid that they wrote the books which are re- 
fpeflively attributed to them ; and had it been 
found, that Mofes, Jofiiua, and Samuel, did not 
write ihcfe books;, then, I grant, the authorhy of 
the whole would have been gone at once ; ihefe men 
would have been found liars, as to the genuinenefs 
of the bouks ; and this proof of their want of ve- 
racity, in one point, would have invalidated their 
leflimony in every oiher ; thefe books would have 
been juftly fliginatized, as neither genuine nor au- 
thentic. 
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An hiftory may be true, though it (houlJ not only 
be afcribed to a wrong author, but though the au- 
thor of it (liould not be known; anonymous telU- 
mony does not deftroy the reality of fa£ts, whether 
natural or miraculous. Had Lord Clarendon pub- 
li(hed his Hiftorj of the Rebellion, without prefix- 
ing his name to it ; or had the hiflory of Titus 
Livius come down to us, under the name of Va- 
lerius Flaccus, or Valerius Maximus; the fafls 
mentioned in ihefe hiftories would have been equally 
certain. 

As to your aflernon, that the miracles recorded in 
Tacitus, and in other profane hiilorians, are quite 
3S well authenticated as thofe of the Bibie^it, being 
a mere afleriion delHtutc of proof, may be properly 
anfwcred by a contrary affertion. I take the liberty 
then to fay, that the evit?i;nce for the miracles re- 
corded in the Bible is, both in kind and degree, fo 
greatly fuperior to that for the prodigies mentioned 
by Livy, or the miracles related by Tacitus, as to 
juftify u« in giving credit to the one as the work of 
God, and in wiih-holding it from the other as the 
elTed of fuperrtition and impofture. This method 
of derogating from the credibility of chrillianity, 
by oppofing to the miracles of our Saviour, the 
iricks of ancient impoftors, feems to have originated 
wiih Hierocies in the fourih century; and it has 
been adopted by unbelievers from that time to this ; 
with this difference, indeed, that the heathens of 
the third and fourth century admitted that jefus 
wrought niiracies; but left that admilJion (hotild 
have compelled them to abandon their gods and be- 
come chriftians, they faid, that their Apolhniiis, 
their Apuleius^ iheir Arijhus, did as great : whilft 
modern deifts deny the fad of Jcfus having ever 
wrought a miracle. And they have fame realon for 
this proceeding; they are fenfible that the gofpel 
miracles are fo different, in all their circumftances, 
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from thofe related in pagan flory, that, if (bey ad- 
filit them to have been performed, they toufl admit 
sbriltianity to be true; hence they have fabricated 
akiud of detflical axiom — that no human teltimony 
can etlabliJh the credibility of a miracle. — This, 
though it has been an hundred times refuted, isftill 
infifted upon, as if its truth had never been quef- 
tioned, and could not be difproved. 

You " proceed to examine the authenticity of 
the Bible j and you begin, you fay, with what are 
called the five bnolts of IMofes, Genefis, Kzodus, 
Xeviticus, Numbers, and Deuteronomy. Your in- 
tention, you profefs, is to fhsw that thefe boo)is are 
furious, and that Mofes is not the author of them ; 
and Hill farther, that they were not written in the 
time of Moles, nor till feveral hundred years after- 
wards ; that they are no * other ihatJ an attempted 
hiftory of the life of Mofes, and of the times in 
which he is fald to have lived, and alfo of the times 
prior thereto, written by fome very ignorant and 
0upid pretender toauthorfbip, feveral hundred years 
[■_»fE6r the death of Mofes." — In this paffage the ut- 
P.mofl force of your attack on the authority of the 
five books of Mofes is clearly flaied. You are not 
the firft who has ftarted this difficulty ; it is a difE- 
culty, indeed, of modern date j having not beea 
heard of, either in the fyuagogue, or out of it, till 
the twelfth century. About thit time jlbi'ft Ezray a 
' jev of great erudition, noticed fome paffages (the 
lame that you have brought forward) in the ftve firft 
books of the Bible, which he thought had not been 
written by Mofes, but inferted by fome perfon after 
the death of Mofes. Bui he was far from maiiuain- 
ing, as you do, that thefe books were written by 
fome ignorant and ftupid pretender to authorfhip, 
many hundred years after the death of Mofes. 
Hobhei contends that the books of Mofes are fo 
called, not from tbeir having been written by Mofes, 
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bat from their containing an account of Mofes. 
Spinoza fupported the fame opinion ; and Le Cierc^ 
a very able theological critic of the laft and prefent 
century, once entertained the 9ifame notion. You 
fee that this fancy has had fome patrons before you ; 
the merit or the demerit, the fagacity or the teme- 
rity of having averted, that Dholes is not the author 
of the Pentateuch, is not excUifively your's. Le 
Ctercj indeed, you muit not boafl: of. When his 
judgment was matured by age, he was aihamed of 
what be had written on the lubjed: in his younger 
years; he made a public recantation of his error, 
by annexing to his commentary/bn Gene(is, ^ Latin 
differtation — concerning Mofes, the author of the 
Pentateuch, and his defign in compofing it. If ia 
your future life you (hould chance to change your 
opinion on the fubjed, it will be an honour to your 
chara^er to emulate the integrity, and to imitate 
the example of Le Clerc. The Bible is not the only 
book which has undergone the fate of being repro- 
bated as fpurious, after it had been received as ge- 
nuine and authentic for many ages. It has been 
maintained that the hiftory of Herodotus was written 
in the time of Con/iantine ; and that the Claffics are 
forgeries of the thirteenth or fourteenth century* 
Thefe extravagant reveries amufed the world at the 
time of their publication, and have long fmce funk 
into oblivion. You efteem all prophets to ^e fuch 
lying rafcals, that I dare not venture *to predi£): the 
fate of your book. 

Before you produce your main objections to the 
genuinenefs of the books of Mofes, you aflert— • 
" that there is no affirmative evidence that Mofes is 
the author of them." — What ! no affirmative evi- 
dence ! In the eleventh century Maimonides drew up 
a confeilion of faith for the jews, which all of them 
at this day admit ; it confifts of only thirteen ar- 
ticles ; and two of them have refped to Mofes ; 
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one affirniinp the authenticity, the other the gc- 
.nuiiienefs of his buoks. — The dodrine and prophe- 
"^y of Mofes is true — The law that we have was 
Eiven by Mofes—This is the faith of the jews at pre- 
_ nd has been their faith ever fmce the deftruc- 

tion of their city and temple ; it was thcii faith 
in the time when the authors of the New Teftamenc 
wrote; it was their faith during their captivity in 
Babylon ; in the lime of their itings and judges ; and 
no period can be (hewn, from the age of Mofes to 
the prefeni hour, in which it was not their faith. — 
Is this no affirmative evidence? I cannot defiie a 
ftronger. yofepfjas, in his book againft Appiou, writes 
thus — *' We have only two and twenty books which 
are to be believed as of divine authority, and which 
comprehend the hilloty of all ages ; five belong to 
Mofes, which contain the original of man, and the 
tradition of the fucceffion of generations, down to 
his death, which takes in a compafs of about three 
thoufand years." Do you confider this as no affir- 
mative evidence ? "Why fiiould 1 mention Juvenal 
fpeaking of the volutne which Mofes had written? 
Why enumerate a long h ft of proJane authors, all 
bearing tefliniony to the fact of Mofts being the 
leader and the lawgiver of the jewilh nation? and 
if a lawgiver, fureiy, a wriler of the laws. But 
what fays the Bible? In Exodus it fays — " Mofes 
wrote all the words of the Lord, and look the book 
of the covenant, and read in the audience of the peo- 
ple." — In Deuteronomy it fays — " And it came to 
pafs, when Mofes had made an end of wriliiij:; the 
words of this law in a book, until they were finillied, 
(this furely imports the finifliing a laborious work,) 
that [VIoles commanded the I.evites which bare the 
ark of the covenant of the Lord, faying, Take this 
book of the law, and put it in the fide of the -.irk of 
the covenant of the Lord your God, thut it may be 
there for a witnefs againft ihee." This is faid in 
Deuteronomy, 
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Deuteronomy, which is a kind of repetition or 
abridgment of the four preceding books ; and it is 
well known that the jews gave the name of the Law 
to the firft five books of the Old Teftament, What 
poilible doubt can there be that Mofes wrote the 
books in queftion ? 1 could accumulate many other 
paffages from the fcriptures to this purpofe ; but ;f 
what I have advanced will not convince you that 
there is affirmative evidence, and of the ftrongeft 
kind, for Mofes's" being the author of thefe books, 
nothing that I can advance will convince you. 

What if I ftiould grant all you undertake to 
prove (the flupidity and ignorance of the writer ex- 
cepted) ? — What if I fhould admit, that Samuel^ or 
Ezra^ or fome other learned jew, compofed thefe 
books, from public records, many years after the 
death of Mofes ? Will it follow that there vsrs^s no 
truth in them? Ac<fording to my logic, it will only 
follow, that they are not genuine books ; every fact 
. recorded in them may be true, whenever, or by 
whomfoever they were written. It cannot be faid 
that the jews had no public recbrds ; the Bible furn- » 
ifhes abundance of proot to the contrary. I by no 
means admit, that thefe books, as to the main part 
of them, were not written by Mofes j but 1 do con- 
tend, th^t a book may contain a true hiftory, though 
we know not the author of it ; or though we may be 
miftaken in afcribing it to a wrong author. 

The firft argument you produce againft Mofes 
being the author of thefe books is fo old, that I do 
not know its original author ; and it is fo miferable 
an one, that I wonder you fhould adopt it — ■' 1 hefe 
books cannot be written by Mofes, becaufe they are 
wrote in the third perfon— it is always, the Lord 
fdid unto Mofes, or Mofes faid unto the Lord. 1 his, 
you fay, is the ftyle and manner that hiftorians ufe 
in fpeaking of the perfons whofe lives and aftions • 
they are writing.** This obfervation is true, but it 
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does not extend far enough ; for this is the (lyle and 
manner not only of hiflorians writing of other per- 
fons, but of eminent men, fuch as Xcmphon and y^ 
fephui^ writing of themfelves. If General H'fl/6iK^- 
ion mould write the hiltory of the American war, and 
fhould, from his great madelty, fpeak of hinifelf in 
the third perfon, would you think it reafonable that, 
two or three thoufand years hence, any perfon fliould 
on that account, contend, that the hiftory was not 
true ? C<£far writes of himfeif in the third perfon — 
it is always, CfEfar made a fpeech, or a fpeech was 
made to Cxfar, Ctelar crofled the Rhine, Caefar in- 
vaded Britain ; but every fchool-boy knows, that 
this circumftance cannot be adduced as a ferious ar- 
gument againll Cjefar's being the author of his own 
commentaries. 

But Mofes, you urge, cannot be the author of the 
book of Numbers, — becaufe he fays of himfeif — 
" that Mofes was a very meek man, above all tbe 
men that were on the face of the earth," If he faid 
this of himfeif, he was, you fay, " a vain and arro- 
gant coxcomb, (fuch is your phrafe !) and unworthy 
of credit — and if he did not fay it, the haoks are 
without authority." This your dilemma is perfeQIy 
haHnlefs -, it has not an horn to hurt the weakeft logi- 
cian. If Mofes did not write this Hitle verfe, if it 
was inferred by Samuel, or any of his countrymen, 
who knew his character and revered his memory, will 
it follow that he did not write any other part of the 
book of Numbers ? Or if he did not write any part 
of the book of Numbers, will it follow that he did 
not write any of the other boaks of which he is ufo* 
'ally reputed the author ? And if he did write this of 
himfeif, he was juilified by tbe occafion which ex- 
torted from him this commendation. Had this ex- 
preiTion been written in a modern rtyle and manner, 
it would probably have given you no olVence. For 
who would be Id faDidiuus as to hnd fault with an 
illullrious 
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ilJuftrious man, who, being- calumniated by his 
neareft relations, as guiity of pride and fond of ' 
power, ftiouid vindicate his charatVr by faying. My 
temper was naturally as meek and unaffuming as 
that of any man upon earth ? There are occafions, 
in which a niodefl man, who fpeaks truly, may 
fpeak proudly of himrelf, without forfeiting his 
general charaftcr ; and there is no occaDon, which 
either more requires, or more excules this con- 
duft, than when he is repelling the foul and 
envious afperfions of ihofe who both knew his cha- 
rader and had experienced his kindnefe : and in 
that predicament itood Aaron and Miriam, the ac- 
cufers of Mofes. You yourfelf have, probably, 
felt (he fting of calumny, and have been anxious to 
remove the impreflion, I do not call you a vain and 
arrogant coxcomb for vindicating your character, 
when in the latter part of this very work you boaft, 
and I hope truly, " that ihe man does not exift that 
can fay I have p^rfecuted him, or any man, or any 
fet of men, in the American revolution, or in the 
French revolution ; or that I have in any cafe re- 
turned evil for evil," I know not what kings and 
priefts may fay to this ; you may not have reiurned 
to them evil far evil, becauie they never, ! believe, 
did you any harm ; but you have done them all the 
harm you could, and that without provocation. 

1 think it needtefs to notice your obleivation upon 
what you call the dramatic ftyle of Deuteronomy ; 
it is an ill-founded hypothefis. You might as well 
a(k, where the author of Cscfar's commentaries got 
^he fpeeches of Cafar, as where the author of Deu- 
teronomy got the fpeeches of Mofes. But your ar- 
gument — that Mofes was not the author of Deutero- 
nomy, becaufe the reafon given in that book for the 
oblervation of the fabbath is different firom that given 
in Exodus, merits a reply, 
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You need not be told that the very name of this 
book imports, in Greek, a repetition of a law ; and 
ihat the Hebrew doftors have called it by a word of 
the lame meaning. In the fifth verfe of the firft chap- 
ter it is laid in our Bibles, " Mofea began to declare 
this law;" but the Hebrew words, more properly 
tranflaied, import that Mofes "began, or deter- 
mined, to explain the law." This is no (hift of 
mine to get over a difficulty ; the words are fo ten. 
dered ia mod of the ancient verfions, and by Fagim, 
Felabliu, and Le Clcrr, men eminently (killed in the 
Hebrew language. This repetition and explanation 
of the iaiv, was a wife an J benevolent proceeding in 
Mnfes ; 'bat ihofe who were either not born, or 
were mere infants, when it was fiift (forty years be- 
fore) delive'ed in Moreb, might have an opportu- 
nity of knowi:)g it ; elpeciaily as Mofes their leader 
was foon to be taken from them, and they were 
.^^bout to be fet;led in the midlt of nations given to 
idolatry and funk in vice. Now where is the won- 
der, that fome variations, and fome additions, fliould 
be made to a law, when a le^iflator thinks fit to re- 
publiih it many years after its iirft promulgation ? 

Wiih relpeft to the fabbalh, the learped are di- 
vided in opinion concerning its origin ; fome con- 
tending, that it was fanftiiied from the creation of 
the world; that it was obfetved by the patriarchs be- 
fore ihe flood ; that it was neglected by the Ifraelites 
during their bondage in Egypt; revived on the 
falling of manna in the wildernefs ; and enjoined, 
as a pofitive law, at mount Sinai. Others elleein 
its initiation to have been no older than the age of 
Moivc : and argue, that what is fajd of the fanQifi- 
catioo of the labbacli in the book of Genefis, is 
faid by way of anticipation. There may be truth 
in loth thefe accounts. To me it is probable, that 
the memory of the creation was handed down from 
Adam to all his polteriiy j and that the feventh day 
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was, for a long time, held facred by all nations, in 
commemoration of that event ; but that the peculiar 
rigidnefs of its obfervance was enjoined by Mofes to 
the Ifraelites alone. As to there being two realbns 
jtiven for its being kept holy, — one, that on that day 
God refted from the work of creation — the other, 
that on that day God had given them reft from the 
fervitude of Egypt— I fee no coniradiftion .in the 
accounts. !f a man, in writing the hiftory of Eng- 
land, Ihonld infurin his readers, that the parliament 
had ordered the fifth of November to be kept holy, 
becaufe on that day God had delivered the nation 
from a bloody-intended maflacre by gunpowder; 
and if, in another part of his hillory, he Qiould 
aflign the deliverance of our church and nation from 
popery and arbitrary power, by the arrival of King 
William, as a reafon for its being kept holy ; would 
any one contend, that he was not juilified in both 
ihefe ways of exprefiioD, or that we ought from 
thence to conclude, that he was not the author of 
them both ? . 

You think — '* that law in Deuteronomy inhuman 
and brutal, which authorizes parents, the father 
and the mother, to bring their own children to have 
them (toned to death for what it is pleafed to call 
ftubbornnefs." — You are aware, I fuppofe, that 
paternal power, among the Romaiu, the Gaul:, the 
Pe^fiani, and other nations, was of the moft arbi- 
trary kind ; that it extended-to the taking away the 
life of the child. I do not know whether the IfraeU 
it6s in the time of Mofes exercifed this paternal 
power; it was not a cultom adopted by all nations, 
but it was by njany ; and in the infancy of fociety, ' 
before individual families had coalefced into com- 
munities, it was probably very general. Now 
Moles, by this law, which you efteem brutal and 
inhuman, hindered fuch an extravagant power from 
being cither introduced or exercifed amongit the 
ifraelites. 
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Ifraelites. This la^ is fo far from countenancing 
the arbitrary power of a father over the life of his 
child, that it takes from him the power of accufing 
the child before a magiftrate — the father and the 
mothief of the child muft agree in bringing the 
child to judgment — and it is not by their united 
will that the child was to be condemned to death ; 
the elders of the city \»^ere to judge whether the ac^ 
cufation was true ; and the accufation was to be not 
merely, as you infinuate, that the child was ftub- 
born, but that he was " ftubborn and rebellious, a 
glutton and a drunkard.** Confidered in this light, 
you muft allow the law to have been an humane re- 
ftriftiort of a power improper to be lodged with any 
parent. 

That you may abufe the pricfts, you abandon 
your fubjeft — *' Prieft^, you fay, preach ijp Deu- 
teronomy, for Deuteronomy preaches ap tythes.*' — 
I do not know that prieft:s preach up Deuteronomy, 
more than they preach up other books of fcripture ; 
but 1 do know that tythes are not preached up in 
Deuteronomy, more than in Leviticus, in Numbers, 
in Chioiiicles, in Malachi^ in the law, the hiftory, 
and the prophets of the jewifli nation. — You go on 
^ — *' It is from this book, chap. xxv. ver. 4, they 
have taken the phrafe, and applied it to tything, 
** Thou (halt not muzzle the ox when he treadjeth 
out the corn ;" and that this might not efcape ob- 
■fervation, they have noted it in the table of con- 
tents at the head of the chapter, though it is only 
a fingle verfe ot lefs than two lines. O priefts ! 
priefts ! yt are willing to be compared to an ox for 
the (ake of tythes !" —I cannot caH this — reaibning 
—and I will not pollute my page by giving it a pro- 
per appellatior.. Had the table of contents, inftead 
of (imply faying — the ox is not to be muzzled— 
faid — tythes enjoined, or priefts to be maintained — 
there wbuW have been a Ijttle ground for your cen- 
- fure. 
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iure» Whoever noted this phrafe at the head of the 
chapter, had better reafon for doing it than yott 
have attributed to them. They did it, l^ecaufe St, 
Paul had quoted it, when he was proving to the 
Corinthians, that they who preached the gofpel had 
a right to live by the gofpel ; it was Paul, and not 
the pritds, who firft applied this phrafe to tything. 
St. Paul, indeed, did not avail himfelf of the right 
he contended for ; he was- not, therefore, interefled 
in what he faid. The reafon, on which he grounds 
the right, is not merely this quotation, which you 
ridicule ; nor tfie appointment of the law of Mofes, 
which you think fabulous ; nor the injundion of 
Jefus, which you defpife; no, it is a reafon founded 
in the nature of things, and which no philofopher, 
no unbeliever, no man of common fenfe can deny 
to be a folid reafon ; it amounts to this — that " the 
labourer is worthy of his hire.*^ Nothing is fo 
much a man's own, as his labour and ingenuity; 
and it is intifely confonant to the law of nature, 
that by the innocent ufe of thefe he fhould provide 
for his fubfiftence. Hufbandmen, artiils, foldiers, 
phyfiqians, lawyers, all let out their labour and 
talent for a ftipulated reward : why may not a 
prieft do the fame ? Some accounts of you have 
been publi(hed in England; but, conceiving them 
to have proceeded from a defign to injure your 
charafter, I never read them. I know nothing of 
your parentage, your education, or condition in 
life. You may have been elevated, by your birth, 
above the neceffity of acquiring the means of fuf- 
taining life by the labour either of hand or head : if 
this be the cafe, you ought not to defpife thofe who 
have come into the world in lefs favourable circum- 
(lances% If your origin has been lefs fortunate, you 
muft have fupported yourfelf, either by manual la- 
bour, or the exercife of yoiir genius. Why Ihould 
you think that conduft difreputabie in prielts, which 

you 
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you probably confider as laudable in yourfelf ? I 
know not whether you have not as great a diflike of 
kings as of priefls : but that you may be induced to 
think more favourably of men of my profeffion, I 
will juft mention to you that the payment of tythes 
is no new inftitution, but that they were paid in the 
nvoft ancient tim^s, not to priefts only, but to 
kings. I could give you an hundred inftances of 
this : two may be fufficient. Jbraham paid tythes 
to the king of Salem, four hundred years before the 
law of Mofes was given. The king of Salem was 
pried alfo of the mod high God, Prieils, you fee, 
einfted in the world, and were held in high eftima- 
tion, for kings were priefts, long before the impof- 
tures^ as you efteem them, of the jewifli and chrif- 
tian difpenfations were heard of. But as this in- 
ftance is taken from a book which you call ^' a book 
of contradi^ions and lies*' — the Bible ; — I will give 
you another, from a book, to the authority of 
which, as it is written bya profane author, you pro- 
babiy will not objeft. Diogenes Laertius^ in his life 
of Solon^ cites a letter of Piftjiratus to that law- 
giver, in which he fays — " I Pififtratus, the tyranr, 
am contented with the ftipends which were paid to 
thofe who reigned before me ; the people of Athens 
fet apart a tenth of the fruits of their land, not for 
my private ufe, but to be expended in the public 
iacri^ces, and for the general good/* 
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LETTER III 



JlIaVING done with what you call the grammati- 
cal evidence that iVIofes wasNnot the author of the 
books attributed to him, you come to your hifloric^l 
and chronological evidence ; and you begin with 
Genefis. Your firft argument is taken from the 
fingle word — Dan — being fdund in Genefis, when 
il appears from the book of Judges, that the towq> 
of Laifli wa$ not called Dan, till ^ above three 
hundred and thirty years after the death of Mofes; 
therefore the writer of Genefis, you conclude, muft 
have lived after the town of Laifh had the name of 
Dan given to it Left this objedion (hould not be 
obvious enpugh to a common capacity, you illuf- 
trate it in the following manner : " Havre-de-Grace 
was called Havre-Marat in 1793; fhould then any 
datelefs writing be found, in after times, with the 
name of Havre-Marat, it would be certain evi- 
dence that fuch a writing could not have been writ- 
ten till after the year 1793.** This is a wrong con- 
clufion. Suppofe Tome hot republican ihould at this 
day publifti a new edition of any old hiftory of 
France, and inftead of Havre-de-Grace (hould write 
Havre-Marat ; and that two or three thoufand years 
hence, a man, like yourfelf, (hould, on that ac- 
count, rejeft the whole hiftory as fpurious, would he 
be juAificd in fo doing? Would it not be reafon- 
able to tell him— that the name Havre-Marat had 
been iriferted, not by the original author of the hif- 
tory, but by a fubfequent editor of it ; and to refer 
hiin, for a proof of the genuinenefs of the book, to 
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the leflimony of the whole French nation ? This 
fuppofition fo obvioufly applies to your difficulty, 
that i cannot but recommend it to your impartial at- 
tention. But if thiis folution does not pleafe you, I 
defire it may be proved, that the Dan, mentioned 
in Genefis, was the fame town as the Dan, men- 
tioned in Judges. I defire, further, to have it 
proved, that the Dan, meniioned in Genefis, was 
the name of a town, and not of a river. It is 
merely faid — Abram purfued them, the enemies of 
Lot, to Dan. N'>w a river- was full as likely as a 
lown to (top a purfuii. L'.t, we know, was fettled 
m the plain of JordiJu ; and Jordan, we know, was 
compofed of the uuitSd flreams of two rivers, called 
^or and Dan, 

Your next difficulty refpefls its beinj; faid in Ge- 
iiefis — " Thefe are the kings that reigned in Edom 
before there reigned any king over the children of 
Ifrael : — this paftage could only have been written, 
you fay (and I think you fay rightly,) after the firft 
king began to reign over Uratl ; fo far from being 
written by Mofes, it could not have been written till 
the time of Saul at the lealt." I admit this in- 
ference, but I deny its application. A fmall addi- 
tion to a book does not dell roy eithef the genuinenefs 
or the authenticity of the whole book. I am not 
ignorant of the manner in which the commentators 
have anfwered this objeftion of Spinoza, without 
making the conceflion which I have made ; but I 
have no fcruple in admitting, that the paiTage in 
queftion, confifting of nine verfes containing' the 
genealogy of fome kings of Edoin, might havs been 
iuferted in the book of Genefis, after the book of 
Chronicles (which was called in Greek by a name 
importing that it contained things left out in other 
books) was written. The learned have fheWn, that 
interpolations have happened to other books; but 
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tjiefe infertions by other hands have never been cou- 
(idered as invalidating the authority of thofe books. 

" Take away from Genefis," you fay, " the be- 
lief that Mofes was the author, on which only the 
ftrange belief that it is the Word of God has ftood, 
and there remains nothing of Genefis but an anony- 
mous book of {lories, fables, traditionary or in- 
vented abfurdities^ or of downright lies." — What! 
1$ it a ftory then, that the world had a beginning, 
and that the author of it was God ? If you deem 
this a ftory, I am not difputing with a deillical ^phi- 
lofopher, but with an atheiftic madman. Is it a ftory, 
that oar hrft parents fell from a paradifiacal date 
-*— that this earth was deftroyed by a delqge — that 
Noah and his family were preferved in the ark, and 
that the world has been repeopled by his defcend- 
ants ? — Look into a book fo comWon that almoft 
. every body has it, and fo excellent that no perfoa 
ought to be without it — Grotius on the truth 
of the chriftian religion— and you will there meet 
with abundant teftimony to the truth of all the 
^principal fa£ts recorded in Genefis The teftimony 
is not that of jews, chriflians, and priefts j it is 
the teftimony or the philofophers, hiftorians, and 
poets of antiquity. The oldeft book in the world is 
Genefis ; , and it is remarkable that thofe books 
which come neareft to it in age, are thofe which 
make, either the moft diftinft mentign, or the moft 
evident allufion to the fa£ts related in Genefis coh-» 
cerning the formation of the world from a chaotic 
mafs, the primeval innocence and fubfcquent fall of 
man, the longevity of mankind in the lirft ages of 
th^ world, the depravity of the antediluvians, and 
the deftruftion of the world. — Read the tenth chap- 
ter of Genefis. — It may appear to you to contaiijL 
nothing but an uninterefting narration of the dc- 
fcendants of Sbem, Ham^ and Japbeth ; a mere 
fable, an invented abfurdity, a downright lie. No, 

fir. 
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fir, it is one of the mofl: valuable, and the moll 
venerable records of antiquity. It explains what all 
profane hiftorians were ignoraui of — the origin of 
nations. • Had it told us, as other books do, that 
one nation had fprung out of the earth they inha- 
bited; another from a cricket or a .grafshopper ; 
another from an oak; another from annifhroom; 
anoiher from a dragon's tooth ; then indeed it would 
have merited the appellation you, wiih io much te- 
merity, beftow upon it. Inftead of thefe abfurdi- 
ties, it gives fuch an account of the peopling the 
earth after the deluge, as no other book in the world 
ever did give; and the truth of which all other 
books in the world, which contain any thing on the 
fubjeft, confirm. The lafl verfe of the chapter fays 
— "■ Thefe are the families of the fons of Noah, 
after their generations, in their nations: and by 
thefe were the nations divided in the earth, after the 
flood," It would require great learning to trace 
out, precifely, either the aftual fiiuatton of all the 
countries in which ihele founders of empires fettled, 
or to afcertain the extent of their dominions. This, 
however, has been done by various authors, to the 
fatisfaftion of all competent judges; fo much at 
lead to my fatisfatiion, that had 1 no other proof of 
the authenticity of Genefis, I Ihould conlider this as 
futBcient. Bui, without the aid of learning, any 
man who can barely read his Bible, and has but 
heard of fuch people as the ^Jfyriani, the Elamiles^ 
the Lydians., the Mcdes, the Ivuiani, the Thracians^ 
will readily acknowledge that they had AJfuT^ and 
Ehm, and Lud, and lAadai^ and Javar, and Tirasy 
grandfon^ of Noa/j^ for their relpeidve founders ; 
and knowing [his, he will not, I hope, part wit4i his 
Bible, as a fyitem ot fables. ! am no enemy to 
philofiiphy; but when philofophy would rob me of 
my Bible, I mufi: fay of it, as Cicero faid of the 
twelve tables,— This liltle book alone exceeds the 
libraries 
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libraries of all the philofophers in the weight of its 
authority, and in the extent of its utility. 

From the abufe of the Bible, you proceed to that 
of Mofes, and again bring forward the fubjeft of his 
wars in the land of Canaan, There are many men 
who look upon all war, (would to God that all men 
faw it in the fame light !) with extreme abhorrence, 
as affliding mankind with calamities not neceflfary^ 
(hocking to humanity, and repugnant to reafon. But 
is it repugnant to reafon that God (hould, by an ex- 
prefs a£t of his providence, deftroya wicked nation ? 
I am fond of confidering the goodnefs of God as the 
leading principle of his condu£l towards mankind, 
of confidering his juftice as fubfervient to his mercy- 
He puni(he$ individuals and nations with the rod of 
his wrath; but I am perluaded that all his punifli- 
ments originate in his abiiorrence of fin ; are calcu- 
culated to leifen its influence ; and are proofs of his 
goodnefs.; inafmuch as it may not be poffible for 
Omnipotence itfelf to communicate fupreme happi- 
nefs to the human race, whilft they continue fer- 
vants of fin. The dcftruftion of the.Canaanites ex- 
hibits to all nations, in all ages^, a fignal proof of 
God's difpleafure againft fin ; it has been to others, 
and it is to ourfelves, a benevolent warning. Mofes 
would have been the wretch you reprefent him, had 
he aded by his own authority alone : but you may as 
reafonably attribute cruelty and murder to the judge 
of the land in condemning criminals to death^ as 
butchery and maflacre to Mofes in executing the 
command of God. 

The Midianites, through the counfel of Balaam, 
and by the vicious inftrumentality of their women, 
had fcduc.ed a part of the Ifraelites to idolatry ; (o 
the impure worftiip of their infamous god Baalpeor : 
— for this offence, twenty four thouland Ifraelites 
had periflicd in a plague from heaven, and Mofes re- 
ceived a command from God " to fmite the Midia- 
nites 
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nites who had beguiled ihe people. An army wa$ 
equipped, and fentagainft Mididti. When the army 
returned vidorious, Mofes and the princes of the 
congregation went to meet it ; " and Mofes waa 
wroth with the officers." He obferved the womea 
faptives, and he afked with altonifiiment, " Have ye 
iaved all the women alire ? Behold, thefe cauFed the 
children of Ifrael, through the connfei of Balaam, 
to commit trefpafs againlt the Lord in the matter of 
Peor, and there was a plague among the congrega- 
tion." He then gave an order that the boys and the 
women fliould be put to death, but that the young 
maidens (hould be kept alive for themfelves. I fee 
nothing in this proceeding, but good policy, com- 
biried with mercy. The young men might have be- 
come dangerous avengers ot, what they would 
elteem, their country s wrongs ; the mothers might 
have again allured the Ifraelites to the love of liceo:- 
lious pleafurcs and the practice of idola,try, and 
brought another plague upon the congregation ; but 
the young maidens, not being polluted by the flagi- 
tious habits of their mothers, nor likely to create 
difturbance by rebellion, were kept alive. You give 
a different turn to the matter ; you fay — " that thir- 
ty-two thoufand women-children were confi;;ned to 
debauchery by the order of i'viofes." — Prove ihia, 
and [ will allow that jVIofes was the horrid monfter 
you make him — prove this, and I will allow that the 
Bitile is what you call it — a book of lies, wicked- 
nels, and blafphemy" — prove this, or excufe my 
warmth if I fay to you, as Paul faid to Elymas the 
forcerer, who fought to turn away Sergius Paulu3 
from the faith, " O full of all fubcilty, and all mif- 
chief, thou child of the devil, thou enemy of all 
right eoufnefs, wilt thou not ceafe lo pervert the 
right ways of the Lord f" — I did riot, when I began 
ihcl'e letters, think that i (liould have been moved to 
this fcverity of rebuke, by any thing you could have 
written : 
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written ; but when fo grofs a iiiifreprefentation is 
made of God's proceedings, coolnefs would be a 
crime. The women -children were not referved for 
the purpofes of debdiichery, but of flavery ; — a cuf- 
tom abhorrent from our manners, but every where 
praftifed in former times, and ilill praftlfed in coun- 
tries where ihe benignity of the chriftian religion has 
not foftened the ferocity of human nature. You 
here admit a part of the account given in the Bible 
refpeding the expedition againfl: Midian to be a true 
account: it is not unreafonable to defire that you 
will admit the whole, or ftiew fuRicient reafon why 
you admit one part, and rejeft the other. I will 
mention the part to which you have paid no atten- 
tion. The Ifraelitith army confilled but of twelve 
thoufand men, a mere handful when oppofed to the 
people of Midian; yet, when the officers made a 
mulier of their troops after their return from the 
war, they fouud that ihcy had not loft a lingle man ! 
This circumftance ftruck them as fo decjfive an evi- 
dence of God's ioterpofition, that out of the fpoits 
they had taken they offered " an oblation to the 
Lord, an atonement for their fouls." Do bur be- 
lieve what the captains of thoufands, and the cap- 
tains of hundreds, believed at the time when thefe 
things happened, and we (hall never more hear of 
your objertions to the Bible, from its account of 
the wars of Mofes. 

You produce two or three other objeflions re- 
fpeftiog the genuineners of the firft five books of the 
Bible. — I cannot Hop to notice ihem : every com- 
mentator anfwers them in a manner fuited to theap- 
prehenfion of even a mere Englifh reader. You 
calculate, to the thoufandth part of an inch, the 
length of the iron bed of O^ the king of Bafan ; 
but you do not prove that the bed was too big for the 
body, or that a Patagoniau would have been loft in 
it . You make no allowance for the fize of a royal 
|L D. bed^ 
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bed ; net ever fdfped that king Og might have been 
foSi&d with the fame kind of vanity, which occu-^ 
pied the mind of king Alexander, when he ordered 
his foldiers to Enlarge the fize of their beds, that 
they might give to the Indians, in fucceeding ages, 
a great idea of the prodigious ftature of a Macedo- 
nian. In many parts of your work you fp^ak much 
in commendation of fcience. 1 join with you in 
every commendation you can give it: but, you fpeak 
of it in fuch a. manner as gives room to believe, that 
* you are a proficient in it ; if this be the cafe, I would 
recommend a problem to your attention, the fol^tion 
of which you will readily allow to be far above the 
powers of a man converfant only, as you reprefent 
priefts and bifhops to be, in bic^ bac, boc. The 
problem is this — To determine the height to which 
a human body, preferving its fimilarity of figure^ 
may be augmented, before it will perifli by its own 
weight. — When you have folved this problem, we 
fhall know whether the bed of the king of Bafan 
was too big for any giant ; whether the exiftence of 
a man twelve or fifteen feet high is in the nature of 
things impoffible. My philofophy teaches me to 
doubt of many things ; but it does not teach me to 
rejea every tcttimony which is oppofite to my eacpe- 
tience : had I been bom in Shetland, I could, on 
proper teftimony, have believed in the exiftence of 
the LincolnOiire ox, or of the largeft dray-horfe in 
London ; though the oxen and horfes in Shetland 
had not been bigger than maftiSs. 
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Jrl A V I N G fiuiflied your obje^ions to the genuine- 
neft of the books of Mofes, you proceed to your re- 
marks on th^ book of Joihua ; and from its internal 
evidence you endeavour to prove, that this book was 
not written by Jofhua. — What then ? what is your 
conclufion ? — *' that it is anonymous and without 
authority/*^ — Stop a little ; ' your conclufion is not 
conneded with your premifes ; your friend Euclid 
would have been afhamed of it. " Anonymous, 
and therefore without authority !" I have noticed 
this folecifm before ;. but as you frequently bring it 
forward, and, indeed, your book itands much in 
need of it, I will fubmit to your confideration ano- 
.ther obfervation on the fubjeft — The book called 
Fleta is anonymous ; but it is not on that account 
without authority; — Domefday ^)ook is anonymous, 
ajpid was written above feven hundred years ago ; yet 
our courts of law do not hold it to be without autho- 
rity, as to the matters of faft related in it. Yes, 
you will fay, but this book has been preferved with 
iingukr care^mongd the records of the nation. 
And who told you that the jews had no records, or 
that they did not preferve them with Angular care ? 
Jofephus fays the contrary T and^ in the Bible itfelf 
an appeal is made to many books, which have pe- 
ri(hed ; fuch as the book of Jafher, the book of 
$f atbamy of Abijah, .of Iddo, pf Jehu, of natural 
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hiftory by Solomon, of the afls of Manafleh, and- 
others which might be mentioned. If any one, 
having accefs lo the journals of the lords and com- 
mons, to the books of the treafury, war-office, privy 
council, and other public documents, {hould at this 
day write an hiftory of the reigns of George rhe firft 
and fecand, and (hould publifii it without his name, 
would any man, three or four hundreds or thoufands 
of years hence, queftion the authority of that book, 
when he knew that the whole Britifh nation had re- 
ceived it as an authentic book, from the time of its 
firft publication to the age in which he lived ? This 
fuppoliiion is in point. The books of the Old Tef- 
tament were compofed from the records of the jewiQi 
nation, and they have been received as true by that 
nation, from the time in which they were written to 
ihe prefent day. Dodfley's Annual Regiiter is an 
anonymous book, we only know the name of its 
editor; the New Annual Regiiter is an anonymous 
book ; the Reviews are anonymous books ; but do 
we, or will our pofterity, efteem thefe books as of 
no authority ? On the contrary, they are admitted 
at prefent, and will be received in after ages, as au- 
thoritative records of the civil, military, and literary 
hiftory of England and of Europe. So little foun- 
dation is there for our being llartied by your after- 
lion, "It is anonymous and without authority." 

If I am right in this reafoning, (and 1 proteft to 
you that I do not fee any error in it,) all the argu- 
ments you adduce in proof that liie book of Jofhua 
was not written by Joftiua, nor that of Samuel by 
Samuel, are nothing lo the purpofe for which you 
have brought them forward : thefe books may be 
books of authoriiy, though all you advance againft 
the genuiuenefs of them ftiouJd be granted. No ar- 
ticle of faith is injdred by allowing that there is no 
fuch pofilive proof, when or by whom thefe, and 
feme other book* cf holy fcripiurr, were written, as 
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to exclude all pofTibility of doubt and cavil, 
is no necellity, indeed, ro allow tbis. The chronologi- 
;al and hiftorical difficulties, which others before you 
lave produced, have been anfwered, and as to the 
greateft part of them, fo well anfwered, that I will 
not waile the reader's time by entering into a parti- 
cular examination of them. 

You make yourfelf merry with what you call the 
tale of the fun ftanding upon mount Gibeon, and 
the moon in the valley of Ajalon ; and you fay that 
*• the ftory detefts itfelf, becaufe there is not a nation 
in the world that knows any thing about it." How 
can you expeft that ihere fliould, when there is not 
a nation in the world whofe annals reach this sera by 
many hundred years ? It happens, however, that 
you are probably miftaken as to the izQ. : a confufed 
tradition concerning this miracle, and a fimilar one 
in the time of Ahaz, when the fun went back ten 
degrees, has been preferved amongit one of the moft 
ancient nations, as we are informed by one of the 
moft ancient hiftorians. Herodotus, in his Euterpe, 
fpeaking of the Egyptian priefts, fays — "They told 
me that the fun had four times deviated from his 
courfe, having twice rifen where he uniformly goes 
down, and twice gone down where he uniformly 
fifes. This however had produced no aUeration in 
the climate of Egypt ; the fruits of the earth and the 
phenomena of the Nile had always been the fame." 
(Beloe's Tranfl.) The laft part of this obfervation 
confirms the conjeflure, that this account of the 
Egyptian priefls had a reference to the two miracles 
refpeiTling the fun mentioned in fcripture; for they 
were not of that kind, which could introduce any 
change in cli'iiates or feafons. You would have 
been contented to admit the account of this miracle 
as a fine piece of poetical imagery ; — you may havp 
feen fome jewifli doil:ors, and fome chriftian cora- 
meniators, who confider it as fuch ; but improperly. 
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in my opinion; I think it idle, at lead, if not impi-. 
ous,' to undertake to explain ho^ the miracle was 
performed ; but one who is not able to explain the 
mode of doing a thing, argues ill if he hence infers 
that the thing was not done. We are perfedly igno- 
rant how the fun was formed, how* the planets were 
projefted at the creation, how they are ftill retained 
in their orbits bythe power of gravity j but we ad- 
mit, notwithftanding, that the fun was formed, that 
the planets were then projeded, and that they are 
ilill retained .in their orbits. The machine of the 
univerfe is in the hand of God ; he can liop the 
motion of any part, or of the* whole of it, with left 
trouble and lels danger of injuring it, than you can 
ftop your watch. In teftimonyoiF the reality of the 
miracle, the author of the book fays — ^^ Is not this 
written in the book of Jaflier ?" — No author in his 
fenfes would have appealed, in proof of his veracity, 
to a book which did not exift, or in atteftation of a 
faft which, though it did exift, was not recorded in 
it ; we may fafely therefore conclude, that, at the 
time the book of Jofliua was written, there was fuch 
a book as the book of Jaflier, and that the miracle 
of the fun's (landing ftill was recorded in that book. 
But this obfervation, you will fay, does not prove 
the fa6t of the fun's having flood ftill ; I have not 
produced it as a proof of that faft ; but it proves 
that the author of the book of Jofliua believed the 
fad, and that the people of Ifrael admitted the au- 
thority of the book of Jafher. An appeal to a fa- 
bulous book would have been as fenfelefs an infult 
upon, their underftanding, »a6 it would have been' 
upon our's, had Rapin appealed to the Arabian 
Nights' Entertainment, as a proof of the battle of 
Haftings. 

I cahnot attribute much weight to your argument 
againft the genuinenefs 6f the book of Joihua, from 
its being fatd tlwi,t— ** Joihua burned Ai, and made 
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it an heap for ever, evea a defolation unto ihit day." 
Joftua lived twenty-four years after the burning of 
Ai : and if he wrote his hiftory in the latter part of 
his lilc, what abfurdity is there in faying, Ai is ftill 
in ruins, or Ai is in ruins to this ver\ day? A 
young man, who had feen the heads of the rebels, 
in forty-iive, when they were firft lluck upon poles 
at Temple-bar, might, twenty years afterwards, in 
attellalion of the faft, have juftly faid — And they 
are there to this very day. Whoever wrote the goi- 
pel of Si. Matthew, it was written not many centu- 
Ties, probably (I had almoft faid certainly) not a 
quatter of one century after the death of jefos ; yet 
the author, fpeaking of the potter's field which had 
been purchafed by the chief priefls with the money 
ihey had given Judas to betray his mailer, fays, that 
it was therefore called the hsid of blood unto ibis 
day ; and in another place he fays, that the ftory of 
the body of Jefus being ftolen out of the fepulchrc 
was commonly reported among the jews until this 
day. fvlofes, in his old age, had made ufe of a fimi- 
lar expreffion, when he put the Jfraeliles in mind of 
vhat the J-.ord had done to the Egyptians in the red 
fea, " The Lord hath deftroyed them unto this day- 
(Deut. xi. 4.) 

In the iaft chapter of the book of Jofliua it is re- 
lated, that Jolhua aflcmbled all the tribes of Ifraei to 
hhecheni ; and there, in the prefence of the eiders 
and principal men of Urael, he recapitulated, in a 
flioft fpeech, all that God had done for their nation, 
from the calling of Abraham to that time, when they 
were fettled in the land which God had promifed lo 
their forelathers. In finifliing his fpeech, he faid to 
ihem — " Chooi'e you this day whom you will ferve, 
whether the gods which your fathers ferved,^ that 
were en the other fide of the flood, or the gods of 
the Amoritcs, in whofe land ye dwell ; but as for me 
and my houle, we will feive the Lord. And the 
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Deople anrweredand faid, God forbid that we Aouid 
lorfake the Lord, to ferve other gods." Jofliua 
urged farther, that God would not fufFer them to 
worfliip other gods in fellowfliip with him r they 
anfwered, that " they would ferve the Lord." 
Jofhua then faid to ihem, ^ Ye are witnefies againft 
yourfelvcs that ye have chofen you the Lord to 
ferve him. And they faid. We are witnefles.** 
Here was a folemn covenant between Jofhua, on the 
part of the Lord, and all the men of Ifrael, on 
their own part.— The text then fays — " So Jofhua 
made a covenant with the people that day, and fet 
them a flatute and an ordin'<mce in Shechem, and 
Jofhua wrote ihefe words Sn the book of the Law of 
Cody Here is a proof of two things — firfl, that 
there was then, a few years after the death of Mofes; 
exifling a book called the Book of the Law of God; 
the fame, without doubt, which Mofes had written, 
and committed to the cufl^ody of the Levites, that 
it might be kept in the ark of the covenant of the 
Lord, that it might be awitnefs againfl them-^fe- 
condly, that Jofhua wrote a part at Icafl of his own 
tranraflions in that very book, as an addition to ir. 
It is not a proof that he wrote all his own tranfac- 
tions in any book ; but I fubmic entirely to the judg- 
ment of every candid man, whether this proof of 
his having recorded a very material tranfadion, 
does not make it probable that he recorded other 
material tranfadions ; that he wrote the chief pare 
of the book of Jofhua ; and that fuch things as 
happened after his death, have been inferted in it by 
others, in order to render the hifl^ory more com- 
plete. 

The book of Jofhua, chap, vi.ver. 26, is quoted in 

the firft book of Kings, chap. xvU ver. 34. ^' In his 

(Ahab's) days did Hiel the Bethelite build Jericho : 

he laid the foundation thereof in Abiram his firfl- 

' born, and fet up the gates thereof in bis youngeit 
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fon Segub, according to the word of the 
which he fpake by Jofliua the fon of Nun." 
is a proof that the book of Jofhua is older than the 
firft book of Kinf^s : but thai is not all which may 
reafonably be inferred, I do not fay proved, from 
this quotation. — It may be inferred from the pbrafe 
— according to the word of the Lord which he fpake 
by Jofliua ihe fon of Nun — that Jolhua wrote down 
the word which the Lord had fpoken. In Baruch 
(which, ihough an apocryphal book, is authority 
for this purpoCe) there is z fimiiar phrafe — as thou 
fpakeft by thy fervaot Mofee in the day when thou 
didft command him to write iby law. 

1 think it unneceflaiy to make any obfervation on 
what you fay relative to the book of Judges ; but I 
cannot pafs unnoticed your cenfiire of the book of 
Futh, which you call " an idle bungling ftory, 
foolifhly told, no body knows by whom, about % 
ftrolling country girl creeping flily to bed to her 
couHn Boaz ; preity fluff, indeed, you exclaim, to 
be called the Word of God !" — It feems to me that 
you do not perfeflly comprehend what is meant by 
the expreflion — ihe Word of God— orihe divine 
authority of the fcriptures : — I will explain it to you 
in the words of Dr. Law, late bilhop of Carliile, 
and in thofe of St. Auffin. My firil quotation is 
from biftiop Law's Theory of Religion, a book not 
undeferving your notice. — " 'Ihe irue fcnfe then 
of the divine authorily of the books of the IJId Tef- 
tament, and which perhaps is enough to denomi- 
nate [hem in general f/ivinely in/pired, fcems to be 
this J that as in [hofe limes God has all along, befidc 
the inlpeftion, or fupeiintendency of his general 
providence, inierfered upon particular occafions, by 
giving exprefi commilTions to fame perfons (chence 
called prophli) to declare his will in various man- 
ners, and degrees of evidence, as bed fuited the oc- 
calion, linie, and nature of the fubject ; and in air 
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other cafes, left them wholly to themfelves : in like 
manner, he has interpofed his more immediate af- 
fiftauce, (and notified it to them, as they did to the 
world,) in the recording of thefe revelations ; fb far 
as that was neceffary, amidft the common (but 
from hence termed facred) hiftory of thofe times ; 
and mixed with various other occurrences ; in 
ivhich the biftorian's own natural qualifications were 
fufficient to enable him to relate things, with all the 
accuracy they required.'* — The paffage from St. 
Auftin is this — " I am of opinion, that thofe mea 
to whom the Holy Ghoft revealed what ought to be 
received as authoritative in religion, might Vrite 
ibme things as men with hiftofical diligence, and 
olher things as prophets by divine infpiration ; and 
that thefe things aire fo dillinft, that the former may 
be attributed to themfelves as contributing to the 
increafe of knowledge, and the latter to God fpeak- 
ing by them things appertaining to the authority of 
religion." — Whether this opinion be right or wrongs 
I do not here inquire ;. it is the opinion of many 
learned men and good chriftians : and, if you ,wili 
9dopt it as your opinion, yau will fee caufe, per^ 
haps to- become a chriftian yourfelf ; you will fee 
caufe to confider chronological, geographical, or 
genealogical enjors — apparent miftakes,.or real con- 
tradiftions as to hiftorical fa£ls — necdiefs repetitions 
and trifling interpolations — indeed you will iee caufe 
to confider all the principal objeftions of your book 
to be abfolutely without foundation. Receive but 
the Bible as compofed by upright and welUinform- 
cd, though, in^ lome points, fallibje men, (for I 
exclude all fallibility when they, profefs to deliver 
ihe Word of God,) and you mult receive it as a 
bcjok revealing to you, in many parts, the exprefs 
yi\\\ of God ; and in other parts, relating to you 
the ordinary hiiloxy of the times. Give but the 
authors oi the Bible that credit which you give to 
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oth^r biftorians \ believe them to deliver the Word 
of God, when they tell you that they do fo ; bei- 
lieve^ when they relate other things as of them« 
feivcs and not of the Lord, that they wrote to the 
beft of their knowledge and capacity, and you will 
be in your belief fomething very different from a 
^eift : you may not be allowed to afpire to the cha<« 
rafter of an orthodox believer, but you will not be 
an unbeliever in the divine authority of the Bible ) 
though you {hould admit human miftakes and hu* 
man opinions to exiil in fpme parts of it. This I 
lake to be the iirft (tep towards the removal of the 
doiibts of many fceptical men \ and when they ar^ 
advanced thus far, the grace of God, aflifting ^ 
teachable diipofition, and a pious intention, may 
carry them on to perfedtion. 

As to Ruth, you do an injury to her chara^en 
She was not a ftrolling country girl. She had beea 
married ten years ; and being left a wi4ow without 
children, ihe accompanied her mother-in-law, re- 
tiirning into her native country, out of which with 
her huiband and her two fons fhe had been driven 
by a famine. The difturbances in France have 
driven many men with their families to America: 
if, ten years hence, a woman, having loft her buf<- 
band and her children, (hould return to France with 
a daughter-in-latv, would you bejuftified in calling 
the daughter-in-law a ftrolling country girl? — . 
- *' But (he crept flily to bed to her coufin Boaz/' — I 
do not find it fo in the hiftory-— as a perfon imploring 
protection, fl>e laid herfelf down at the foot of an * 
aged kinfman's bed, and ibe rofe up with as much 
innocence as fhe had laid herfelf down. She was 
afterwards married to Boaz, and reputed by all her 
neighbours a virtuous woman ; and they were more 
likely to know her charader than you are. Whoever 
reads the book of Ruth, bearing in mind the fimpli- 
city of ancient manners, will find it an intcfefting 
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ftory of a poor young woman, following in a ftrange 
land the advice, and affeftionaiely attaching herfelf 
to the fortunes of the mother of her deceafcd huf- 
band. 

'I he two books of Samuel come next under your 
review. — You proceed to fliew that thefe books were 
not written by Samuel, that they are anonymous, 
and thence you conclude witiiout authority. 1 need 
not here repeat what I have faid upon the fallacy of 
your conclufion ; and as to your proving thai the 
books were not wiitten by Samuel, you might have 
fpared yourfelf fome trouble if you had recollei:1ed, 
that it is generally admitted, that Samuel did not 
vrite any part of the fecond book which bears his 
same, and only apart of the firft. It would, in- 
deed, have been an inquiry not undeferving your 
notice, in many parts of your work, to have ex- 
amined what was the opinion of learned men re- 
fpefling the authors of the feveral books of the 
Bible; you would have found, that you were in 
many places fighting a phantom of your own raifing, 
and proving what was generally admitted. Very- 
little certainty, I think, can at this time be obtain- 
ed on this fubject : but that you may have fomc 
knowledge of what has been conjeOured by men of 
judgment, 1 will quote to you a pafiage from Dr. 
Hartley's obfervations on man. The author himfelf 
does not vouch tor the truth of his obfervation, for 
be begins it with a fuppofition.^ — "I fuppofe then, 
that the Pentateuch coufilts of the wiitings of Mojes^ 
put together by Snmuel, with a very few additions; 
that the books of Joffeua and judges were, in like 
manner, coUefted by him ; and the book of Ruth, 
with the firft part of the firit book of Samuel, writ- 
ten by him ; that the latter part of the firlt: book 
of Samuel, and the fecond book, were written by 
fhe prophets who fucceeded Samuel, fuppofe A'^a/ian 
and Gad\ that the books ot' Kings and Chronicles, 
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are exlrafts from the records of the fucceeding 
prophets, concerningtheir own times, and from the 
public genealogical tables, made by Ezra ; that the 
books of Ezra and Nehemiah are colleftions of like 
records, fome written by Ezra and Nebemiab, and 
fome by their predeceflbrs ; that the book of Eftber 
was written by fome eminent jew, in or near the 
tiroes of the iranfaftion there recorded, perhaps 
Mordccai ; the book of Job by a jew, of an uncer- 
tain time ; the Pfalms by David, and other pious 
perfons ; the books of the Proverbs and Canticles 
by Solomon ; the book of Ecclefiaftes by Solomon^ or 
perhaps by a jew of later times, fpeaking in his 
perfon, but not with an intention to make him paTs 
tor the author ; the prophecies by the propfiett 
whofe names they be^r i and the books of the New 
Teftament by the perfons to whom they are ufuaily 
afcribed." — I have produced this paffage to you not 
merely to (hew you that, in a great part of your 
work, you are attacking what no perfon is intereded 
in defending ; but to convince you, that a wife 
and good man, and a firm believer in revealed 
religion, for fuch was Dr. Hartley, and no 
prieft, did not rejcft the anonymous books of the 
Old Teftament as books without authority. I 
ihall not trouble either you or myfelf with any 
more obfervatlons on that head ; you may afcribe 
tite two books of Kings, and the two books of 
Chronicles, to what authois you pleafe ; I am fa- 
(isGed with knowing that the annals of the jewilh 
nation were written in the time of Samuel, and, 
probably, in all fucceeding times, by men of abili- 
ty, who lived in or near the times of which they 
write. Of the truth of this obfervaiion we have 
abundant proof, not only from the leftimony of Jo- 
fephus, and of the wi iters of the Taliiiuds, but 
from the Old Teflament itfell. I will content my- 
felf with citing a few places- — " Now the aAs of 
David the king, firll and laft, behold they are 
written 



I 



C 46 ) 

written in the book of Samuel the feer, and in the 
book of Nathan the prophet, and in the book of 
Gid the feer." i Chron. xx'ix. 29. — " Now the 
reft of the afts of Solomon, firil: and laJt, are they 
not wricten in the book of Nathan the prophet, 
and in the prophecy of Ahijah the Shilonhe, and ia 
the vifions of Iddo the feer?" z Chron. ix. 29. — 
" Now rhe ;i^s of Kehoboam, firfl and laft, are 
ihey not written ia the book of Shemaiah the pro- 
phet, and of Iddo the feer, concerning genealo- 
^es ?" z Chron. xii. 15. — " Now the relt of the 
ads of Jehofhaphat, firft and Ia(t, behold they are 
written in the book of Jehu the fon of Hanani." 
3 Chron. XX. 34. Is it poflihie for writers to give a 
ftronger evidence of their veracity, than by refer- 
ring their readers to the books-from which they had 
extrailed the materials of their hiflory ? 

" The two books of Kings," you fay, " are little 
more than an hiftory of atTrtRiaaiions, treachery, 
and war." That the kings of Ifrael and Judah were 
niany of them very wicked perfons, is evident from 
the hilory which is given of ihem in the Bible; but 
it ought to be remembered, that their wickednefs is 
■ not to lie attributed to their religion ; nor were the 
people of Ifrael chofen to be the people of God, on 
account of their wickednefs ■, nor was their being 
chofen, a caufe of it. One may wonder, indeed, 
"that, having experienced fo many fingular marks of 
God's gnodnefs towards their nation, they did not at 
once become, and continue to be, (what, how- 
ever, ihey have long been,) ftrennous advocates for 
the wnrfiiip of one only God, the maker of heaven 
and earth. This was the purpose for which they 
were chofen, and this purpofe has been accomplifh* 
ed. For above three and twenty hundred years the 
jews have uniformly wiinefled to all the nations of 
the earth the unity of God, and his abomination of 
idpl^iiry. But as you look upon " the appellation 
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of the jews being God's choffitt people as a He which 
the priefts and leaders of the jews had invented to 
covet the bafenefs of their own charafters, and 
which chriftian priefts, fometimes as corrupt, and 
often as cruel, have profeffed to believe,'* I will 
plainly ftate to you the reafons which induce me to 
believe that it is no lie^ and I hope they will be. 
fuch reafons as you will not attribute either to. cru- 
elty or corruption. 

To any one contemplating the univerfality of 
things, and the fabric of nature, this globe of earth, 
with the men dwelling on its furface, will not ap- 
pear (exclufive of thi divinity of their fouls) of 
more importance than an hillock, pf ants ; all of 
which, f^mewith corn, fome with eggs, fome with- 
out any thing, run hither and thither, buttling 

^ about a little heap of duft. — This is a thought of the 
immortal Bacon ; arid it is admirably fitted to bum- 
ble the pride of philofophy, attempting to prefcribe 
fornis to the proceedings, and bounds to the attri- 
butes of God. We may as eafily circumfcribe in- 

.. finity, as penetrate -the fecret purpofes of the Al- 
mighty. There are but two ways by which I caa 
acquire any knowledge of the nature of the Supreme 
Being, — ^by reafon^ and by revelation j to you, who 
rejeQ: revelation, there is but oi^ie* Now my reafoii 
informs me, that God has made a great difference 
between the kinds of animals, with refpefk to thcfr 
capacity of enjoying happincfs. Every kind is per- 
ked in ite order ; but if we compare different kincb 
together*, oife will appear to be greatly fuperior to 
^another. An animal, which has but one fetife, has 
but one fource of happinefs ; but if it be fupplied 
with what is fuited to that fenfe, it enjoys all the 
happinefs of which- it is capable, and is in its na- 
ture perfeft* Other forts of animals, which "have 
two or three fenfes, and which have alfo abundant 
meana of gratifying them, enjoy twice or thrice as 

much 



( 49 ) 

inacb bappinef^ asthofe do which have but one: In 
the fame fort of animals there is a great difference 
amongft individuals, one having the fenfes more 
ptofe£t» and the body lefs fubje^l to difeafe, than 
another. Hence^ if I were to form a judgment of 
the divine goodnefs by .this ufe of my reafon, I 
could not but fay that it was partial and unequal.—-' 
•* What (hall we fay then ? is God unjuft? God for* 
bid !** His goodnefs may be unequal; without be* 
ipg -■ imperfeft ; it mud be eftimated from the 
whole, and not from a part. Every order of beings 
is fofufficient foritsownhappinefs^ and fo conducive 
at the fame time ta the happinefs of every other, 
that in one view it feems to be made for itfelf alone, 
and in another not for itfelf but for every other. 
Could we comprehend the whole of the immenfe 
fabric which God hath formed, I' am perfuaded that 
we fliould fee nothing but perfeftion, harmony, and 
beauty, in every part of it ; but wbilft we difpute 
about parts, we negled the whole, and difceru no- 
thing but fuppofed anomalies and defedls. The 
maker of a watch, or the builder of a (hip, is not 
to be blamed becaufe a fpe^ator cannot difcover 
cither the beauty or the ufe of disjointed parts. 
And (hall we dare to accufc God of iryuftice, for 
not having diftributed the gifts of nature in the fame 
degree to all kinds of animals, when it is probable 
that this very inequality of diltribution may be the 
mean of producing the greateft fum total of happi- 
nefs to the whole fyftem ? In exaftly the fame man- 
ner may we reafon concerning the afts of God's 
efpecial providence. If we confider any one aft, 
fuch as that of appointing the jews to be his peculiar 
people, as unconnefted with every other, it may ap- 
pear to be a partial difplav of his goodnefs ; it may 
excite doubts concerning the wifdom or the benig- 
nity of his divine nature. But if we connedl the 
hittory of the jews with that of other nations, from 
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the mod remote antiquity to the prefent timcj 
Ihall (Jifcover that they were not chofen fo much 
their own benefit, or on account of their own merit, 
as for the general benefit of mankind. To the 
Ej^ptians, Chaldeans, Grecians, Romans, to all 
the people of the earth, they were formerly, and 
they are ftill to all civilized nations, a beacon fet 
upon an hill, to warn chem from idolatry, to light 
them to the fanfluary of a God holy, juft, and 
good. Why (houid we lufpeft fuch a dil'penfation 
of being a lie ? when even from the little which we 
can underftand of it, we fee that it is founded in 
wifdom, carried on for the general good, and ana- 
logous to all that reafon teaches us concerning the 
nature of God. 

Several things you obferve are mentioned in the 
book of the K.mgs, fuch as the drying up of Jeror 
botm's hand, the afcent of Elijah into heaven, the 
dellruction of the children who mocked Elifha, and 
the relurreftion of a dead man : — thefe circum- 
fiances being mentioned in the book of Kings, and 
not mentioned in that of Chronicles, is a proof to 
you that they are lies. I efteem it a very erroneous 
mode of reafoning, which, from the filence of one 
author concerning a particular circumftance, infers 
the want of veracity in another who mentions it. 
And this obfcrvation is ftill more cogent, when ap- 
plied to a book which is only a fupplement to, or aa 
abridgment of, other books : and under this defcrip- 
tion the book of Chronicles has been confidered by- 
all writers. But though you will not believe the 
miracle of the drying up of Jeroboam's hand, 
what can you fay to the prophecy which was then 
delivered conccriiing the future deilrudion of the 
idolatrous altar of Jeroboam ? The prophecy is thus 
written, I Kings siii. 2. — "Behold, a child fliallbe 
born uoto the houfe of David, Joliah byname, and 
iipoo thee (-the altar) fliall he offer the priefts of the 
E , high 
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high places." — Here is a clear prophecy ; the name, 
family, and office of a particular perfon are de- 
fcribed in the year 975 (according to the Bible chro- 
nology) before Chrili. Above 350 years after the 
delivery of the prophecy, you will find, by confult- 
ing the fecond book of Kings, (chap, xxiii. 15, 16.) 
this prophecy fulfilled in all its parts. 

You make a calculation that Genefls was not 
written till 800 years after Mofes, and that it is of 
the fame age, and you may probably think of the 
fame anihority, as ^fop's Fables. You give, what 
you call the evidence of this, the air of demonftra- 
tion — " It has but two (lages : — firft, the account of 
the kings of Edom, mentioned in Genefis, is taken 
from Chronicles, and therefore the book of Genefis 
was written after the book of Chronicles : — fecondly, 
the book of Chronicles was not begun to be written 
till after Zedekiah, in whofe time Nebuchadnezzar 
conquered Jerufalem, c8!i years before Chrift, and 
more than 860 after Moles." — Having anfwered 
this objeftion before, I might be excufed taking any- 
more notice of it; but as you build much, in this 
place, upon the flrength of your argument, 1 will 
ihew you its weaknefs, when it is properly dated.' — ■ 
Aftiv verfrs in the book of Genefis could not be 
written by Mofes ; iherefiire no pari of Genefis could 
be written by Mofes :— a child would deny your 
therefore. — Again, a few vcrfes in the book of 
Genefis couhl not be wriiten by Mofes, becaufe they 
fpeak of kings of Ifrael, there having been no kings 
of Ifrael in the lime of Mufes j and iherefwe they 
couid not be written by Hamuel, or by Soloman, or by 
any other perfon who lived after there were kings in 
Ifiael, except by the author of the book of Chro- 
nicles : — this is alfo an illegitimate inference from 
youT pofition. — Again, a few vetfes in the book of 
Genelis are, word for word, the fame as a few verfes 
in the book of Chronicles i therefore the author of 
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the book of- Genefis muH: have taken them froroi 
Chronicles :^«— another lame conclufion ! Why might 
not the author of the book of Chronicles have 
taken them from Genefis, as he has taken many 
other genejilogies, fuppofing them to have been in- 
ferted in Gejiefis by Samuel ? But where, you may 
alk, could Samuel, or any other perfon, have found 
the account of the kings of Edom? Probably, 
in the public records of the nation, which were 
certainly as open for infpeftion to Samuel, and the 
other prophets, as they were to the author of Chro- 
nicles. I hold it needlefs to employ more time pn 
the fubjeft. 



L&TTER V. 



/\T length you come to two books, .Ezra and 
Nehemi^h, which you allow to be genuine books, 
giving an account of the return of the jews from th^ 
Babylonian captivity, about 536 years before Chrift; 
but then you fay, " Thofe accounts are nothing to 
us, nor to any other performs, unlefs it be to the 
jews, as a part of the hiftory of their nation j and * 
there is juft as much of the Word of God in thofe 
books, as there is in any of the hiftories of France, . 
or in Rapin's Hiftory of England.*' Here let us 
ilop a moment, and try if from your own concef- 
lions it be not poilible to confute your argument. 
Ezra and Nehemiah, you grant, are genuine books 
— " but they are nothing to us!** The very firft 
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verfe of Ezra fays — the prophecy of Jeremiah wa« 
fulfilled: — is it noihinfT to us know that Jeremiah 
Was a true prophet ? Do but grant that the Supreme 
Being comtDunicated to any of the Tons of men a 
knowledge of future events, fu thai their prediftioBs 
were plainly verified, and you will find little diffi- 
culty in admitting the truth of revealed religion. Is 
it nothing to us to know that, five hundred and 
thirty-fix years before Chrifl, the books of Chroni- 
cles, Kints, Judges, Jcfliua, Deuteronomy, Num- 
bers, Leviticus, Exodus, Genefis, every book the 
authority of which you have attacked, are all re- 
ferred to by Ezra and Nehemiah, as authentic books, 
containing the hidory of the llraelitifh nation from 
Abraham to that very time? — Is it nothing to us to 
know that the hiftory of the jews is true? — It is every 
thing to us; for If that hiftory be not true, chrifti- 
anity muft be faire. The jews are the root, we are 
branches " graffed in amongfl: them ;" to them pertain 
" the adoption, and glory, and the covenants, and 
the giving of the law, and the fervice of God, and 
the promifes ; whofe are the lathers, and of whom, 
,as concerning the flefh, Chrirt came, who is over all, 
God blefled for ever. Amen." 

The hiftory of the Old Teftament has, withooc 
doubt, fome difficulties in it ; but a minute philofo- 
pher, who bufies himfelf in fearching them our, 
whillt he negleds to contemplate the harmony of all 
its parts, the wifdom and goodnefs of God dif- 
played throughout llit whole, appears lo me to be 
like a purblind man, who, in Purveying a piflure, 
■ objefls to the firapHcity of the defign, and the 
beauiy of the execution, from theafperities he has dif- 
covered in the caiivafs and the colouring. The hif- 
tory of the Old Teftament, iiotwithftanding the real 
difficulties which occur in it, notwithftanding the 
feoffs and cavils of unbelievers, appears to me to 
have fuch internal evidences of its truth, to be fo 
eorroborated by the nioft ancient profane hiftories, 

fo 
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fo confirmed by the prefent circum (lances of- the 
world, that if I were not a chriftian, I would be- 
come a jew. You think this hiilory to be a collec- 
tien oJ lies, contradiftions, blafphemies : I look up- 
on it to be the oidett, the trueil, the moft compre- 
henfive, and the moft important hiftory In the world. 
1 confider it as giving more fatisfaitory proofs of the 
being and attributes of God, of the origin and end 
of human kind, than ever were attained by the 
deepeft refearches of the moft enlightened philofo- 
phers. The exercife of our reafon in the inveAiga- 
rion of truths refpeding the nature of God, and 
the future expedaiions of human kind, is highly 
ufeful ; but I hope I (hall be pardoned by the ireta- 
phyficians in faying, that the chief utility of fuch 
difquifitions confifls in this — that they bring us ac- 
quainted with the weaknefs of our intelleflual facul- 
ties. I do not prefurae to meafure other men by my 
ftandard ; you may have clearer notions than I am 
able to form of the infinity of fpace ; of the eternity 
of duration ; of neceffary cxiftence ; of the con- 
nexion between necefl^iry exiftence and intelligence, 
between intelligence and benevolence : you may fee 
nothing in the univerfe but orgaiiized matter ; or, 
rejefling a material, you, may fee nothing but an 
ideal world. With a mind weary of conjecture, 
fatigued by doubt, fick of difputation, eager for 
knowledge, anxious for certainty, and unatile to at- 
Iain it by the bed nfe of my reafon in matters of 
the utmoft importance, ] havi long ago turned my 
thoughts to an imparl ial examination of the proofs on 
which revealed religion is grounded, and 1 am con- 
vinced of its truth. This examination is a fubje£t 
wiihin the reach of human capacity ; you have come 
to one conclufion refpettlng it, I have come to an- 
other ; both of us cannot be tight ; may God forgive 
him that is in an error ! 

You ridicule, in a note, the ftory of an anjrel 
ippearlng to Jofiiua. Your mirth you will perceive 
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to be mifplaced, when you confider the defigii df 
this appearance ; it was to afTure Jofhua, that the 
fame God who had appeared to Mofes, ordering 
him to pull off his (hoes, becaufe he ftood on holy 
ground, had now appeared to himfelf. Was this no' 
encouragement to a man who was about to engage 
in war with many nations ? Had it no tendency to 
confirm his fairh ? Was it no leflbn to him to obey, 
in all things, the commands of God, and to j^ve 
the glory of his conquefts to the author of them, 
the God of Abr.ham, Ifaac, and Jacob? As- to 
your; wit about pulling off the flioe, it originates, I 
think, in your ignorance ; you ought to have known, 
that ihh rite was an indication of reverence for the 
divine prefence; and that the cuflom of entering 
barefoot into their temples fubiifts, in fome coun- 
tries, to this day. 

You allow the book of Ezra to be a genuine 
book: but that the author of it may not efcape 
without a blow, you fay, that in matters of record 
it is not to be depended on ; and as a proof of yoAr 
affertion, vou tell us that the total amount ot the 
numbers who returned from Babylon does not cof- 
refpond with- the particulars ; and that every child 
may have an argument f(ir its infidelity, you difplay 
the particulars, and (hew your own Ikill in arith- 
metic, b^ fumming them up'. And can you fup- 
pofe that Ezra, a man of ^great learning, knew fo 
little of fcience, that he could not give his readers 
the fum total of fixiy'particular fums? You know, 
undoubtedly, that the Hebrew letters denoted alfo 
numbers ; and that there was fuch a great fimilarity 
between fome of thefe letters, that it was extremely 
eafy for a tfart^crihef of a manufcript to mistake 
a' 71 for a :3 (oV 2 for go,) a :i f err a 3 (or 3 for 50,) 
a T far a *i (or 5 for 2co.) Now what have we to 
do with numerical contradiftictis in the Bible, but 
to. attribute thfcro. to this obvious fource of error — 
• ■ • ' ■ ■■■^ ••• ■ the 
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the inattention of the tranfcriber in writing 
letter for another that was like it ? 

I Ihould extend ihefe letters to a length trouble- 
fome to the redder, to you, and to myfelf, if I an- 
fwered minutely every objeiflioii you have made, 
and rectified every, error into whjch you have fallen; 
it may be fufficient briefly to notice fome of the 
chief. The charafter reprefented in Job under .the 
name of Satan is, you fay, " the firft and the only 
time this name is mentioned in the Bible." Now I 
6nd this name, as denoting an enemy, frequently 
occurring in the Old Teltament ; thus 2 Sam. six. 
aa. " What have 1 to do with you, ye fons of 
Zeruiah, that ye fhould this day be adverl'aries unto 
me?" In the original it Is faians unto me. Again, 
I Kings V. 4. " Ihe Lord my God hath given me 
rpft on every fide, fo that there is neither adverfary, 
lior evil occurrent" — in the original, neither fatan 
nor evil. I need not mention other places ; ihefe 
are fufScient to fliew, that the word fatan, denoting 
an adverfary, does occur in various places of the Old 
Tettament ; and it is extremely probable to me, that 
the root fatan was introduced into the Hebrew and 
other eaftern languages, to denote an adverfary, 
from its having been the proper name of the great 
enemy of mankind. I know it is an opinion of 
Voltaire, that the word fatan is riot older than the 
Babylonian captivity : this is a miftake, for it is 
met with in the hundred and ninth pfalm* which 
all allow to have been written by David, long be- 
fore the captivity. Now we are upon this fubjeft, 
permit me to recommend to your confideration the 
univerfality of the doctrine concerning an evil being, 
who in the beginning of time had oppofed himfelf, 
who ftill continues to oppofe bimfelf, to the fupreme 
fource of ail good. Amongft all nations, in all 
ages, this opinion prevailed, that human ad'atrs were 
lobjeci to tbe wiil of the gods, and reguUte.d by 




their interpofttion. Hence has been derived what- 
ever we have read of the wandering ftars of ttie 
Chaldeans, two of them beneficent, and two malig- 
nant — hence the Egyptian Typhn and OfirU — the 
Perfian Anmanras and Orsmafdes — the Grecian cekj- 
I'tai and infurnal Jove — the Brama and the Zupay of 
the Indians, Peruvians, Mexicans — the good anil 
eTJla^Pfficiple, by whatever n^nies they may be ca.Ii- 
ed, of all other barbarous nations — and hence the 
ftrufture of the whole book of Job, in whatever 
light, of hiftory or drama, it be confidered. Now 
does it not appear reatonable to fuppofe. lh.it an opi- 
nion fo aueient and fo univerfal has aiifen from tra- 
dition concerning ihe fall of our firft parents ; dif- 
figured, indeed, and obfcured, as all traditions toud 
be, by many fabulnus additions ? 

The jews, you tell us, " never prayed but when 
they were in trouble" I Ao not believe this of the 
jews ; but fhat ihcy prayed more fervenily when they 
were in trouble than at other times, may be true of 
the jews, and I apprehend is true of all nations and 
all individuals. — But " the jews never prayed for any 
thing but viftory, vengeance, and riches."— Read 
Solomon's prayer at ihe dedication of the temple, 
and blufti for your alferiion, — illiberal and uncharir 
table in the extreme ! 

It appears, you obferx'e, *' to have been the cuf- 
tom of the heathens to perfonily both virtue and 
vice, by (latues and images, as is done now a-days 
both by ftatuary and by painting ; but it does not 
follow from this that they worlhipped them any 
more than we do.' Not worfliipped ihem ! What 
think you of the golden image which Nebuchad- 
nezzar fet up ? Was it not wotlhipped by the princes, 
the rulers, the judges, the people, the nations, .and 
the laiiguaffes of the Babylonian empire ? Not wor-^ 
(liipped them ! What think you of the decree of the 
KoniKD fenate for fetching the ftalue of the raothei- 
MiUi - of 
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of the gods from PelDnucn ? Was it only that thejT 
might aditiire it as a piece of workmanuiip? Not 
worfhipped them ! " What man is there that know- 
cth not how that the city of the £phe(ians was a 
■worlhippcr of the j^reat goddeis Diana, and of tbe 
image which fell down from Jupiter ?" Not wor- 
fliipped ihera !" — The worlhip was univerfal. " Every 
nation made gods of their own, and put them in the 
houl'es of the high places, wiiich the Samaritans had 
made — the men of Babylon made Succoth-benolh, 
and the men of Curb made Nergal, and the men of 
Hamath made Afliima, and the Avitcs made Nibhaz 
and Tartak, and the Sepharvites burned their chil- 
dren in fire to Adrammelech, and Anammelech, the 
gods of Sepharvaim." (2 Kings, chap, xvii.) The 
heathens are much indebted to you for this your cvi- 
rious apology for their idolatry ; for a mode of wor- 
fliip the molt cruel, fenfelefs, impure, abominable, 
tnat can poflibly difgrace the factihies of the human 
mind, fiad this your conceit occurred in ancient 
limes, it might have faved Micah's teroj>/jims, the 
golden calves -bf J eruboam, and of Aaron., and quite 
fuperfeded the neceflity of the fecond command* 
tner^t ! ! ! Heathen morality has had its advocates 
beiore you ; the facetious gentleman who pulled off 
his hat to the (latue of Jupiter, that he m^ght have 
a friend when heathen idolatry (liould again be io 
repute, feems to have had fome foundation for his 
improper humour, Ibmc knowledge that certain men 
efteeming themfelvcs great philofophers had entered 
into a confpiracy to aboliih chriftianity, fome tore* 
fight of the confequcnces which will ceitainly attend 
their fuccefs. 

It is an eiior, you fay, to call the Pfalms — the 
Pi^lms of David-T— This error was obferved by St. 
Jerome, many hundred years before you were born ( 
his words are — " We know that they are in an error 
»i)o attribute all the Pfalms to David." — You, I 
fuppofe. 
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fuppofe, will not deny, that David wrote fomc of 
them. Songs are of various fores : we have hunting 
fonj;s, drinking fongs, fighting foiigs, love fongs, 
ioolifh, wanion, wicked fongs ; — if you will have 
flic *' Pfalins of David to be nothing bur a collec- 
tion from different fong- writers," you niuft allow 
that the writers of them were infpired bj no ordinary 
fpirit ; ihat it Is a colledion, incapable of being de- 
graded by the name you give it ; that it greatly ex- 
cels every drher collection in matter and in manner. 
Compare the book of Ffalms with the odes of Horace 
or Anacreon, with the hymns of Callimachus, the 
golden verfes of Pythagoras, the chorufes of the 
Greek tragedians, (no contemptible compofitions 
any of thefe,) and you will quickly fee how greatly 
tt furpalfcs ihein all, in piety of fentiment, in fub- 
limity ot expreilion, in purity of morality, and in 
lational theology. 

As you efleem the Pfalms of David a fong book, 
it is confiftent enough in you to edecm the Proverbs 
of Solomon a jeft book ; there have not come down 
lo us above eight hundred of his jefld ; if we had the 
whole three thoufand, which he wrote, our mirth 
■told be extreme. Let us open the book, and lee 
fhat kind of jefts it contains ; take the very firll as 
5?(pecinien — ■' The fear ot the Lord is the beginning 
of knowledge ; but fools defpife wifdom and inllruc- 
lion/' — Do you perceive any jefl in this ? The fear 
of the Lord! What Lord does Solomon meani" — 
He means that Lord who :o6k the pofterity of Abra- 
ham to be his peculiar people — who redeemed that 
people from Egyptian bondage by a miraculous in- 
lerpofiiion of his power — who gave the law to Mofes 
— who commanded the Ifraeiites to exterminate the 
nations of Canaan. — Now this Lord you will not 
fear ; the jeft fays, you defpiie wifdom and iiilUuc- 
tion. — Let us try again — "Myfon, hear the inftruc- 
tion of thy father, and forfake not the law of ihy 
mother." 
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mothet/*7— If your heart has been ever touched hf 
parental feelings, you will fee no jeft in this. — Once 
more — " My fon, if finners entice thee, confent 
thou not.** — Thefe are the three firft proverbs in So- 
lomon's ** jeft book ;'* if you read it through, it may 
not make you merry ; I hope it will make you wife; 
that it will teach you, at leaft, the beginning of wif- 
dom— the fear of that Lord whom Solomon feared. 
Solomon, you tell us, was witty ; jefters are fome- 
times witty ; but though all the world, froni the 
time of the queen of Sheba, has heard of the* wif- 
dom of Solomon, his wit was never heard of before. 
There is a great difference, Mr. Locke teaches us^ 
between wit and judgment, and there is a greater be- 
tween wit and wifdom. Solomon ** was wifer than 
Kthan the Ezahite, and Heman, and Chalcol, and 
Darda. the fons of iVahol." — Thefe men yon may 
think were jefters ; and fo you may call the feven 
wife men of Greece : but you will never convince 
the world that Solomon, who was wifer than them 
allj was nothing but a witty jefter. As to the fins 
^nd debaucheries of Solomon, we have nothing to 
do with them but to avoid them ? and to give full 
credit to his experience, when he preaches to tie his 
admirable fermon on the vanity of every thing but 
piety and virtue. 

Ifaiah has a greater fliare of your abufe than any 
other writer in the Old Teftament, and the ^afon 
of it is obvious — the prophecies of Ifaiah have re- 
ceived fuch a full and circtimftantial completion, 
that, unlefs you can perfuade yourfelf to oonfider the 
whole book (a few hiftojical Iketches excepted) ** as 
one continued bombaftical rant, full of extravagant 
metaphor, without application, and deftitute of 
meaning,'* you muft of neceflity allow its divine au- 
thority. You compare the burden of Babylon; the 
burden of Damafcus, and the other denunciations of 
the prophet againft citie3 and kingdoms, to the ftory 

** of 
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^ pf tjhc knight of the burning mountain, the ftory 
0f Ciaderilla, &c/* I may have read thefe ftories» 
b^t I remember nothing pf the fubjtffts of them ; I 
h4ve fe^d alfo Ifaiah's burden of Babylon, and I 
l^ave compared it with the pafl: and prefent (late of 
3i|by]lon, an.d the comparifoq haa made fuch an im- 

J»reffipn on my mind, that it will never be effaced 
ron) my memory. 1 (ball never ceafe to believe that 
tW Eternal alone, by whom things future are more 
4iftiQ^Iy known than pafl or prefent tjiings are by 
loaii, that the eternal God alone could have didated 
tp th$ prophet }faiah the fubjed of the burden of 
|Jaby|pn. ^ 

The latter part of the forty fourth, and the begin-r 
ftii^g of the forty-fifth chapter of Ifaiah, are, in your 
f^pipi()];i, fo far from being written by Ifaiah, that 
they qpuld only have been written by fome perfon 
l^ho lived at leaft an hundred and fifty years after 
Ifaiah was dead : — thefe chapter^, you go on, *' are 
g cpii^pliment to Cyrus, who permitted the jews to 
return to Jerufalen)L from the' Babylopian captiyity 
above; one hundred and fifty years after the death of 
if«k!ah :" — and is it for this. Sir, that you ^ccufe the 
i:burch of audacity and the priefts of ignorance, ip 
vpoppfing, as you call it, ibis book upon the world as 
the writing of Ifaiah? What fhall be faid pf you, 
Tirho, either defignedly or ignprantly, reprefenf one 
iof tijjp moil clear and important prophecies in the 
Bibli^^ as , an hidorical compliment, written above an 
)iun4red and fifty years after the death of the pro- 
jphet? — We contend. Sir, that this is a prophecy 
and not an hiftory ; that God called Cyrus by his 
name ; and defcribfd the oieaos by which he fhould 
do it, above an hundred years t)efore Cyrus was born, 
and .^ben there was np probability of fuch an event. 
Fcrplfyry could not refill the evidence of Daniel*^ 
prophecies, but by faying, that they were forged af- 
ter the events predift^d had taken plac<5 j Voltaire 

could 
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ctjold not refift the evidence of the predi£lion of 
Jefus, concerning the deftruftion of Jerofalein, but 
by faying, that the account was written after Jent- 
falem had been deltroyed ; and you, at I-engtfa, 
(though, for aught I know, you may have had pre- 
decelTors in this prefumption,) unable to refill tjie 
evidence of Ifa'uih'^ prophecies, contend that they 
are bombaftical rant, without application, though 
the application is circumllantiai -, and deftitute of 
meaning, though the meaning is fo obvious that it 
cahnot be miftaken ; and that one of the mofl re- 
markable of them, is not a prophecy, but an hifto- 
rical compliment written after the event. We will 
not, Sir, give up Daniel and St. Matthew to the im- 
pudent aflertions of Porphyry and Voltaire, nor wJil 
We give up Ifaiah to your affenion. Proof, proof is 
what we require, and not aflertion ; we will not re- 
linquifh our religion, in obedience to your ibuHw 
aflertion refpetting tiie prophets of God. That the 
wonderful ablurdity of this hypothefis may be more 
^obvious to you, I beg you to confider that Cyrus was 
a Perfian, had been brought up in the religion of hh 
country, and was probably addifted to the raagian 
fiiperftition of two independent Beings, equal io 
power but ditfereni in principle, one the author of 
light and of alt good, the other the author of dark- 
nefs and all evil. Now is it probable that a capiiTc 
jew, meaning to compliment the greaieft prince in 
the world, Ihould be lo ftupid as to teil the prince 
that his religion was a lie ? " 1 am the Lord, and 
there is none elfe, 1 form the Hgt-t, and create ^ark~ 
JiefSi I make peace and create tvil, I the Lord do ^9 
thefe things." 

But if you will perfevere in believing that (be 
prophecy concerning Cyrus was written after the 
event, peruie the burden of Babylon ; was that a]fc» 
written after the event ? Were the Medes then 
ftirred up againfl. Babylon ? Was Babylon, the 
glory of the kingdoms, the beauty of the tChaV 



dees, tben cnertlirown, and become as Sodom and 

Gomorrah ? Was it then uninhabited ? Was it ihe/t 

neither fit for the Arabian's tent nor the (hepherd*« 

I -fold ? Did the wild beads of the dcfert tiffti lie 

' there? Did the wild beads of the Iflands /i6«j cry 

in their defnlate houles, and dragons in their plea- 

fant palaces ? Were Nebuchadnezzar and Bellhaz- 

zar, the fon and the grandfon, ibea cut off ? Was 

Babylon liKn become a polTeffion of the bittern, and 

[ "pools of water? Was it i/jni fwept with the befom 

i -of dellruftioQ, fo fwept that the world knows not 

f -now where to find it ? 

I am unwilling to aiiribute bad defigns, deliberate 

I'wickedners, to you, oi to any man ; I cannot avoid 

J'believing, that .you think you have truth on your 

■•iide, and that you are doing fervice to mankind in 

[ «Jideavoorinj; to root out what you efleem fuperfti- 

■•feon. What 1 blame you for is (his — ihat you have 

■JStiempied to ieffen ihe authority of the Bible by ridi- 

icula, more than by reafonj-that you have brought 

tforward every petty objedion which your ingenuity 

Itcould difcover, or your induftry pick up, fiom the 

nrritings of others ; and without taking any notice 

fcof the anfwers which have been repeatedly given to 

Btiiefe objeftions, you urge and enforce them as if 

Jtthey were new. There is certainty fonie novelty, 

■■at lead in your manner, for you go beyond all others 

'i boldnefs of aflertion, and in profanenels of argu- 

pUentation ; Bolingbroke and Voltaire mud yield the 

apalm of Icurrility to Thomas Paine. 

Ptrmit me to (late to you, what would, in ray 

llopinion, have been a better mode of proceeding; 

f belter fuited to the charafler of an honeit man, fin- 

'cere in his endeavours to fearcb out truth. Such a 

^man, in reading the Bible, would, in the firft place, 

■xamine whether the Bible attributed to.the Supreme 

Being any attributes repugnant to holinefs, truth, 

juUice, gooduefs j whether it leprefented him as 

fubjea 
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fubjed: to human Infirmities ; whether it excluded 
him from the government of the world, or ailigned 
the origin of it to chance, and an eternal conflid of 
atoms. Finding nothing of this kind in the Bible^ 
(for the deftrudion of the Canaanites by his exprefs > 
command, I have (hewn not to be repugnant to his 
moral juftice,) he would, in the fecond place, con- 
flder that the Bible being, as to many of its part^, 
a very old book, and written by various authors, 
and at different and diflant periods, there might, 
probably, occur Tome difBculties and apparent con- 
traditions in the hifiorical part of it ; he would en- 
deavour to remove thefe difpculties, to reconcile thefe 
apparent contradidions, by the rules of fuch fpund 
ciiticifm as he would ufe in examining the contents 
^of any other book ; and if he found that mod of 
them were of a trifling nature, arifing from fliorp 
additions inferted into the text as explanatory and 
fupplemental, or from miftakes and omiffions of 
tranfcribers, he would infer that all the reft were 
capable of being accounted for, though he was not 
able to do it; and he would be the more willing to 
make this conceffion, from obferving, that tbei'e 
ran through the whole book an harmony and con- 
nexion, utterly inconfiftent with every idea of for- 
gery and deceit. He would then, in the third place, 
obferve, that the miraculous and hiftorical parts of 
this book were fo intermixed, that they could not be 
feparated ; that they muft either both be true, or 
both falfe ; and from finding that the hiiiorical p9rt 
was as well or better authenticated than that of any 
other hiftory, he would admit the miraculous part ; 
and to confirm himfelf in this belief, he would ad- 
vert to the prophecies ; well knowing that the pre- 
didion of things to come, was as certain a proof of 
the divine interpofition, as the perforjnance of a 
miracle could be. if he (liould find, as he certainly 
would, that many ancient prophecies bad been ful- 
filled 



filled in all their circumftances, and that fome were 
fulfilling ac this very day, he would not fuffer a few 
(teming or real difficulties to overbalance the weight 
of this accumulated evidence for the tiuth of the 
Bible. Such, I prelume to think, would be a pro- 
per condud in all ihofe who are defirous of formiojf 
a rational and impartial judgment on tlie fubjeA ot 
revealed leligion. — To return. — 

As to your obfervation, thai the book of Ifaiah 
is (at leaft in tranflation) that kind of compofition 
and falfe tafte, which is properly called profe run 
mad — I have only to remaTk. that your tafte for 
Hebrew poetry, even judging of it from tranflation, 
would be more corred if you would fuffer yourfelf to 
be infQrmed on the fuhjecl by BIlhopLowth, who 
tells you in his Prde^iom — *' that a poem tranflated 
literally from the Hebrew into any other language, 
whilll the lame forms of the fentences remain, will 
ftil! retain, even as iar as relates to verfification, 
much of its native di -nity, and a faint appearance 
of verfification." (Gregory's Tranf.) If this is 
what you mean by profe run mad, your obfervation 
may be admitted. 

You explain at fome length your notion of the 
mifapplication made by Hi. Matthew of the prophecy 
in Ifaiah- — " Behold, a virgin fliall conceive anJ 
bear a fon " That pallaije has been hmdled largely 
and minutely by alinolt every commentator, and it 
li too important to be handled fuperficialty by any- 
one : I am not on the prefent occafion concerned to 
explain it. It is quoted by you to prove, and it is 
the only inftance you produce — that Ifaiah was ** a 
lying propbti and an iinpoftor." Now I maintain^ 
that this very inftance proves, that he was a true 
prophet, and no impoUor. The hiitorj' of the pro- 
phecy, as delivered in the feventh chapter, is this 
— 'ReEin king of Syria, and Pekah king of Ifrael^ 
made war upL»ii Ahaz king of Judah j not merely. 
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or, perhaps, not at all, for the fake of plunder or 
the conqueft of territory, but with a declared pur- 
pofe of making an entire revolution in the govern- 
ment of Judah, of deftroying ^the royal houfe of 
David, and of placing another family on the throne. 
Their purpofe is thps expreffed — " Let us go up 
againft Judah, and vex it, and let us make a breach 
therein for us, and fet ^ king in the niidft of it, even 
the fon of Tabeal.*' — Now what did the Lord com- 
miflion Ifaiah to fay to Ahaz? Did*he commiflion 
him to fay, the kings (hall not vex thee ? No.-r- 
The kings (hall not conquer thee ? No. — The kings 
fliall not fucceed againft thee ? No : — he commif- 
fioned him to fay, " It (the purpofe of the^two 
kings) fhall not ftand, neither (hall it come to pafs.'* 
I demand — Did it ftand, did it come to pafs ? Was 
any revolution effefted ? Was the royal tioufe of 
David dethroned and deftroyed ? Was Tabeal 
ever made king of Judah ? No, The prophecy 
was perfeftly accompUfhed. You fay, '^ Inftead 
of thefe two kings failing in their attempt againft 
Ahaz, they fucceeded ; Ahas was defeated and 
deftroyed." — I deny the faft ; Ahaz was defeated, 
but not deftroyed ; and even the *' two hundred 
thodfand women, and fons", and daughters,'* whom 
you reprefent as carried into captivity, were not 
carried into captivity ; they were made captives, but 
they were not carried into captivity ; for the chief 
men of Samaria, being admonifhed by a prophet, 
would not fuffer Pekah to bring the captives into the 
land-^" They rofe up, and took the captives, and 
with the fpoil clothed all that were naked among 
them, and arrayed them, and (hod them, and gave 
them to eat and to drink, and anointed them, and 
carried all the feeble of them upon aflfes (lome hu- 
manity, you fee, amongft thofe Ifraelites, whom 
you every where reprefent as barbarous brutes;, and 
brought them to Jericho, the city of palm-trees, to 
their brethren.'* 2. Chroii, xxviii. 15. — The kings 
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did fail in their attempt ; their attempt was to de- 
ftroy the houfe of David, and to make a revolution ; 
but they made no revolution, they did not deftroy 
the houfe of David, for Ahaz ilept with his fathers ; 
and Hezekiah, hi$ fon^ of the houfe of David, 
reigned in his (lead. 



LETTER VI. 



After what I conceive to be a great raifreprcr 
fentation of the character and condua of Jeremiah, 
you bring forward an obje£lion which Spinoza and 
others before you had much infifted upon, though 
it is kn objedtion which neither aifeds the genuine- 
nefs, nor the authenticity, of the. book of Jefe- 
raiah, any more than the blunder of a bookbinder, 
in mifplacing the ftieets of your performance, would 
leffen its authority. The objedion n^ that the book 
of Jeremiah has been put together in a difordered 
ftate. It is acknowledged, that the order of time is 
not every where obferved ; but the caufeof the coa- 
fufion is not known. Some attribute it to Barucb 
coUefting into one volume all the feveral prophecies 
which Jeremiah had written, and negleding to put 
them in their proper places : — others think that the 
feveral parts of the work were at .firft properly ar- 
ranged, but that through accident, or the careleflf- 

nefs 
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nefs of tranfcribers, they were deranged: — others 
contend, that there is no confufion ; that prophecy 
differs from hiftory, in not being fubje£t to an ac- 
curate obfervance, of time and order. But leaving, 
this matter to be fettled by critical difcuffion, let us 
come to a matter of greater importance — to your 
charge againft Jeremiah for his duplicity, and fo^: 
his falfe prediction* Firft, as to his duplicity : 

Jeremiah) on account of his having boldly pre- 
dicted the deftrudion of Jerufalem, had been thrud: 
into a miry dungeon by the princes of Judah who 
fought his life ; there he would have periihed, had 
not on^ of the eunuchs taken companion on him, 
and petitioned king Zedekiah in his favour, faying, 
" Thefe men (the princes) have done evil in all 
that they have done to Jeremiah the prophet, (no 
fmall teftimony this, of the probity of the prophet's 
charadter,) whom they have caft into the dungeon, 
and he is like to die for hunger.** — On this repre- 
fentation Jeremiah was taken out of the dungeon by 
an order from the king, who foon afterwards fent 
privately for him, and defired hi^ to conceal no- 
thing from him, binding himfelf, by an oath, that, 
whatever might be the nature of his prophecy, he 
would not pat him to death, or deliver him into the 
hands of the princes who fought his life. Jeremiah 
delivered to him the purpofe of God refpecting the 
fate of Jerufalem, The conference being ended, 
the king, aiv^ious to perform his oath, to preferve 
the life of- the prophet, difmiffed him, faying, 
*' Let no man know of thefe words, and thou (halt 
not die. But if the. princes hear that I have talked 
with thee, and they come unto thee, and fay unto 
thee. Declare unto us now what thou halt laid unto 
the king, hide it not from us, and we will not put 
thee to death ; alfo what the king faid unto thee : 
then thou (halt fay unto them, I prefented my fup- 
plication before the king, that he would not caufe 
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tne to return to Jonathan's houfe to die there. Then 
came all the princes unto Jeremiah, and afked bim, 
and he told them according to all thefe words that 
the king had commanded.*' — Thus, you remark^ 
*^ this man of God, as he is called, could telf a 
lie, or very ftrongly prevaricate, for certainly he 
did not go to Zedekiah to make his fupplication, 
neither did he make it.** — It is ngft faid that he told 
the princes be went to make his fupplication, but 
that he pre/ented it : now it is faid in the preceding 
chapter, that he did make the fupplication, and it is 
probaWe that in this conference he renewed it ; but 
be that as it may, I contend that Jeremiah was not 
guilty of duplicity, or, in more intelligible terms, 
that he did not violate any law of nature, or of civil 
fociety, in what he did on this occafion. He told 
the truth, in part, to fave his life ; and he was un- 
der no obligation to tell the whole to men who were 
certainly his enemies, and no good fubjefts to his 
king. " In a matter (fays PufFendorf,) which I 
am not obliged to declare to another, if I cannot, 
with fafety, conceal the whole, I may fairly difco- 
ver no more than a part." Was Jeremiah under 
any obligatUn to declare to the princes what had 
pafled in his conference with the kipg ? You may 
as well fay, that the houfe of lords has a right to 
compel privy counfcUors to reveal the king's fecrets. 
The king cannot jullly require a privy counfellor to 
tell a lie for him ; but he may require him not to 
divulge his coiinfth to -thofe who have no right to 
know them. — ^Now for the falfe prediftion — I will 
give the defcription of it in your own words. 

" In the 34th chapter is a prophecy of Jeremiah 
to Zedekiah, in thele words, ver. 2.-^—* Thus faith 
the Lord, Behold, I will give this city into the 
hands of the king of Babylon, and will burn it 
with fire ; and thou (halt not efcape out of his hand» 
but thou (halt furely be taken, and delivered into 
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his hand ; and thine eyes fhall behold the eyes bf 
the king pf Babylon, and he (hall fpeak with thee 
mouth to mouth, and thou (halt go to Babylon. 
Yet hear the word of the Lord^ Zedckiah^ king of 
yudah ; thus faith the Lord^ Thoufhalt not die by the 
^nvord^ but thoufhalt die in peace \ and with the burn" 
^^S^ 2f ^h fa^bers^ the former kings that were before 
thee^ fo Jball they burn odours for thee^ and will la - 
tnent thee^ fiy^^S^ ^^^5 Lord ! for I have pronounced 
2 be ijoord^ faith the Lord* 

*' Now, inftead of Zedekiah beholding the eyes 
of the king of Babylon, and fpeaking with him 
mouth to mouth, and dying in peace, and with the 
burnings of odours, as at the funeral* of bis fathers 
(as Jeremiah had declared the Lord himfelf had 
pronounced), the reverfe, according to the 52d chap- 
ter, was the cafe ; it is there ftated, verfe 10, ' That 
the king of .Babylon flew the fons of Zedekiah be- 
fore his eyes ; then he put out the eyes of Zede- 
kiah, and bound him in chains, and carried him to 
Babylon, and put him in prifon till the day of his 
death.' What can we fay of thefe prophets, but 
that they are impoftors and liars ?" I can fay this — 
that the prophecy you have produced, was fulfilled 
in all its parts : and what then (hall be faidi>f thofe 
who call Jeremiah a liar and an impoftor ? Here 
then we are fairly a^ iffue — you affirm that the pro- 
phecy was not fulfilled, and I affirm that it was 
fulfilled in all its parts. " I will give this city into 
the hands of the king of Babylon, and he (hall burn 
it with fire :** fo fays the prophet ; what fays the 
hiftory ? " They (the forces of the king of Baby- 
lon) burnt the houfe of God, and brake down the 
walls of Jeru(alem, and burnt all the places thereof 
with fire/' (2 Chron. xxxvi. 19.) *' Thou (halt 
not efcape out of bis hand, but (halt furely be taken 
and delivered into his hand :" fo fays the prophet; 
what fays the hiftory ? — ^^ The men of war fled by 
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night, and the king went the way towards the plain, 
and the army of the Chaldees purfued after the king, 
and overtook him in the plains of Jericho : and all 
his army were fcattered from him ; fo they took the 
king, and brought him up to the king of Babylon, to 
Riblah.'' (2 Kings xxv. 5.) The prophet goes on, 
** Thine' eyes (hall behold the eyes of the king of 
Babylon, and he (hall fpeak with thee mouth to 
mouth." — No pleafantcircumftancethis to Zedekiah, 
who had provoked the king of Babylon by revolting 
from him ! The hiilory fays, " The king of Baby- 
Ion gave judgment upon Zedekiah,'* or, as it is more 
literally rendered from the Hebrew, ^'fpake judg- 
fnents tvitif hitn^t Riblah.'* The prophet concludes 
this part with, " And thou (halt go to Babylon ;'* 
the hiftory fays, ** The king of Babylon bound him 
in chains, and carried him to Babylon, and put him 
inprifontill the day of his death," Jer. Hi. ii. — 
*' Thou (halt not die by the fwprd.'* He did not die 
by the fword, he did not fall in battle. — " But thou 
(halt die in peace/' He did die in peace, he neither 
expired on the rack, or on the fcaffold ; was ntiither 
ftrangled, nor imprifoned; no unufual fate of cap- 
tive kings ! he died peaceably in his bed, though 
that bed yras in a prifon. — '* And with the burnings 
of thy fathers (hall they burn odours for thee." I 
cannot prove from the hiftory that this part of the 
prophecy was accompli(hed, nor can you prove that 
it was not. The probability is, that it was accom- 
pli(hed ; and I have two reafons on which I ground 
this probability .-r-Daniel, Shadrach, Mefchach, and 
Abednego, to fay nothing of other jews, were men 
of great authority in the court of the king of Baby^ 
Ion, before and after the commencement of the im- 
prifonment of Zedekiah ; and Daniel continued in 
power till the fubverfion of the kingdom of Babylon 
by Cyrus. — Now it feems to me to be very probable, 
that Daniel, and the other great men of the jews, 
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would both have inclination to requeft, and influ- 
ence enough with the king of Babylon to obtain, 
{^eroiiflion to bury their deceafed prince Zedekiah, 
after the manner of his fathers. — But if there had 
been no jews at Babylon of confequence enough to 
make fuch a requelt, IlitI it is probable that the king 
of Babylon would have ordered the jews to bury 
and lament their departed prince, after the manner 
of their country. Manarchs, lilie other men, are 
confcious of the inltabillty of human condition; 
and when the pomp of war has ceafed, when the in- 
folence of conqueil: is abated, and the fury of re- 
fentment, fubfided, they i'eldom fail to revere royalty 
in its ruins, and grant without reluftance proper 
obfequies to the remains of captive kings. 

You profefs to have been particular in treating of 
the books afcribed to Ifaiah and Jeremiah. — Parti- 
cular! in what? You have particularized two or 
three pafTages, which you have endeavoured to re- 
prefeiit "as objeftionable, and which I hope have 
been ihcwn, to the reader's faiisfaclion, to be not 
juflly liable to your cenfure ; and you have pafled 
over all the other parts of ihefe books without 
notice. Had you been particular in your examina- 
tion, " you would have found caufe to admire the 
probity and the intfepidiry of the charafters of the 
authors of them ; you would have met with many 
inflances of fublimc corapofiiion ; and, what is of 
more confequence, with many inliances of prophe- 
tical veracity: — particularities of thefe kinds you 
have wholly overlooked. 1 caruiot account for this ; 
I have no right, no inclination, to call you a dif' 
I. honed man; am I jullified in confidering you as a 
\ man not altogether deftitutc of ingenuity, but fo 
► entirely under the dominion of prejudice in every 
». thing refpefling the Bible, that, like a corrupted 
■judge previouily determined to give fentence on 
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one fide, you are negligent in the examination of 
truth ? 

You proceed to the reft of the prophets, and you 
take them colleftively, carefully however felefting 
for your obfervations fuch particularities ^s are beff 
calculated to render^ if poilible, the prophets odious 
or ridijculous in the eyes of your readiers. You 
confound prophjets with poets and muficians : I 
woulcj diftinguifli them thus ; many prophets were 
poets and muficians, but all poets and muficians. 
were not prophets. Prophecies were often delivered 
in poetic language and meafure; but flights and 
mefaphors of the jewifh poets have not, as you 
aflSirm, been foolifhly erefted into what are now 
called prophecies — they are now called, and have 
always been called, prophecies, — becaufe they were 
real predi<^lions, feme of which have received^- 
fome are nr>w receiving, and all will receive, their 
full accompliftiment. 

That there were falfe prophets, witches, necro- 
mancerjs, conjurers, fortune-tellers, among the jews, 
no penbn will attempt to deny ; no nation, bar- 
barous or civilized, has been without them : but 
wheti you would degrade the prophets of the Old 
Teftament to a level with thefe conjuring, dreaming, 
ftrolling gentry- when you would repreFent them as 
fpending their lives in fortune- telling, carting nati- 
vities, predidting riches, fortunate or unfortunate 
marriages , conjuring for loft goods, &c. 1 muft be 
allowed to fay, that you wholly miftake their oflice, 
and mifreprefent their charafter : their office was to 
convey to the children of lirael the commands, the 
promifes and the threatenings of almighty God } 
and their charafter was that of men fuftaining, with 
fortitude, perfecution in the difcharge of their duty. 
There were falfe prophets in abundance amongft the 
jews ; and if you oppqfe thefe to the true prophets, 
^nd call them both party ' prophets, you have the 
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liberty of doing fo, but you will not thereby con- 
found the diftindtion between truth and falfehood. 
Falfe prophets arefpokenofwith deteftation in. many 
parts of icripture, particularly by Jeremiah, who 
accufes them of prophefying lief in the name pf the 
Lord, faying, ^' 1 have dreamed, I have dreamed : 
— Behold, i am againfl the prophets, faith the Lord, 
that ufe their tongues, and fay. He faith ; that pro- 
phefy falfe dreams, and caufe my people to err by 
their lies and by their lightnefs." Jeremiah cauti- 
ons his countrymen againfl giving credit to their 
prophets, to their diviners, to their dreamers, to 
their enchanters, to their forcerers, " which fpeak 
unto you^ faying, Ye (hall not ferve the king of 
Babylon/' You cannot think more contemptibly of 
thefe gentry, than they were thought of by the true 
prophets at the time they lived ; but, as Jeremiah 
fays on this fubjeft, " ^hat is the chaff to the 
wheat ?*' what are the falfe prophets to the true 
ones ? Every thing good is liable to abufe j but 
who argues againft the ufe of a thing from the abufe 
of it ? againft phyficians, becaufe there are pre- 
tenders to phyfic ? Was Ifaiah a fortune-teller, pre- 
difting riches, when he faid to king Hezekiah^ 
" Behold, the days come, that all this in thine 
houfe, and that which thy fathers have laid up in 
ftore until this day, (hall be carried to Babylon : no-- 
thing (hall be left, faith the Lord. And of thy fons 
that fhall iffue from thee, which thou (halt beget, 
fhall they take away^ and they fhall be eunuchs in" 
the palace of the king of Babylon." Fortune-tellers 
generally predift good luck to their fimple cuf- 
tomcrs, that they may make^ fomething by their 
trade ; but Ifaiah prediSs to a monarch defolation 
of his country, and ruin of his family. This pro- 
• phecy was fpoken in the year before Chrift 713J, 
and, above an hundred years afterwards, it was ac- 
complifhed ; when Nebuchadnezzar took Jerufalem, 
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and carrietl out thence all the treafures of the houfe 
of the Lord, and the treafures of the king's houfe, 
(a Kings sxiv. 13.) and when he commanded the 
mart er of his eunuchs, (Dan, i. 3 ) that he ftiould 
take certain ot the children of Ifrael, and of the 
king's feed, and of the princes, and educate them 
for three years, till they were able to ftand before 
the king. 

lehoiam king of Ifrael, jehofhaphat king of 
Judah, and the king of Edom, going with their 
armies to make war on the king of Moab, came into 
a place where there was no water either for their 
men or cattle. In this diftrefs they waited upon 
Klifha, (an high honour for one of your conjurors,) 
by the advice of jehofliaphat, who knew that the 
word of the Lord was with him. The prophet, on 
feeing [choram, an idolatrous prince, who had re- 
vohed from the worfhip of the true God, come to 
confult him, faid to him — " Get thee to the pro- 
phets of thy father and the prophets of thy mo- 
ihcr.*' — 'ITiis you think Ihews Eliflia to have been a 
party prophet, full of venom and vulgarity — it 
(hews him to have been a man of great courage, 
■who refpefted the dignity of his own character, ihe 
facreJnel's of his office as a prophet of God, whofe 
duty it was to reprove the wickednefs of kings, as of 
other men. He ordered them to make the valley 
where they were full of ditches : — this, you fay, 
** every countryman couid have told, that the way 
to get water was to dig for it:"^but this is not a 
true reprefentatton of the cafe; the ditches were oot 
dug that water might be gotten by digging for ir, 
bnl that they might hold the water when itihould. 
miraculoufly come " without wind or rain," from 
another country -, and it did come " from the way 
of Edom, and the country was filled with water." — 
As to Eliiha's curfing the little children who had 
mocked him, and their deftruction in confequence of 
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lis imprecation, the whole ftory muft be taken to- i 
gether. The provocation he received, is, by fome, 
confidcred as an infult oiFered to him, not as a man 
but as a prophet, and that the perfons who otFered it 
were not what we underftand by little children, but 
grown-up youths ; the term child being apph'ed, in 
the Hebrew language, to grown-up perfons. Be 
this as it may, the curfing was the aft of the pro- 
phet ; had it been a fin, it would not have been fol- 
lowed by a miraculous deftruftion of the ofFcndeis ; 
for this was tht aft of God, who beft knows who 
dcferve punifliment. What efi^ft fuch a fignal judg- 
ment had on the idolatrous inhabitants of the land, 
is no where Taid ; but it is probable it was not with- 
out a good efFeft. 

Ezekiel and Daniel lived during the Babyloipaii 
captivity ; you allow their writings to be genuine. 
In this you differ from fome of the greateft adver- 
faries of chriilianity ; and in my opinion cut up, by 
this conceflion, the very root of your whole per- 
formance. It is next to an impoilibility for any 
man, who admits the hook of Daniel to be a genuine 
booli, and who examines that book with intelligence 
and impartiality, to refufe his affent to the truth of 
chriilianity. As to your faying, that the interpre- 
tations which commentators and priefts have made 
of thefe books, only iliew the fraud, or the extreme 
folly, to which credulity and prieftcraft can go, I 
confider it as nothing but a proof of the extreme 
folly or fraud to which prejudice and infidelity can 
carry a minute philofopher. You profcfs a fondnefs 
for fctence ; I will refer you to a fcieniific man, 
who was neither a commentator nor a prJeft, — to 
Fergufon. — In a traft entitled — The Year of our 
Saviour's Crucifixion afcertained ; and the darknefs, 
at the time of his crucifixion, proved to be fuper- 
natural — this real philofopher interprets the remark- 
9th chapter of Daniel, 
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concludes his difTcrtation in the following words—* 
*' Thus we have an aftronomical demonftration of. 
the truth of this ancient prophecy, feeing that the 
prophetic year of the Meffiah's being cut off, was 
the very fame with the agronomical.'* I have fome- 
where read an account of a folemn difputation which 
was held at Venice, in the laft century, between a 
jew and a chriftian : — the chriftian flrongly argued 
from Daniel's prophecy of the feventy weeks, that 
Jefus was the Mefliah whom the jews had long ex- 
pected, from the prediftions of their prophets :— 
the learned Rabbi, who prefided at this difputation, 
was fo forcibly ftruck by the argument, that he put 
ah end to the bufmefs, by faying — '* Let us (hut up 
our Bibles ; for if we proceed in the examination of 
this prophecy, it will make us all become chrif- 
tians.'* — Was it a fimilar apprehenfion which de- 
terred you from fo much as opening the book of 
Daniel? , You. have not produced from it one ex- 
ceptionable paifage. I. hope you will read that book 
with attention, with intelligence, and with an iin- 
biaifed mind follow the advice of our Saviour when 
he quoted this very prophecy-^" Let him that 
readeth underftand" — and I (hall not defpair of 
your cbnverfion from deifm to chriftianity. 

In order to difcredit the authority of the books 
which you allow to be genuine, you form a ftrange 
and prodigious hypothefis concerning Ezekiel and 
Daniel, for which there is no manner of foundation 
either in hiftory or probability. You fuppofe thefe 
two men to have had no dreams, no vifions, no re- 
velation from God Almighty j but to have pretended 
to thefe things; and, under that difguife, to have 
carried on an enigmatical correfpondence relative to 
the recovery of their country from the Babylonian 
yoke- That any man in his fenfes (hould frame or 
adopt fuch an. hypothefis, (hould have fo little re- 
gard to his own reputation as an impartial inquirer 
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after truth, fo little refpcft for the underftandmg of 
hh readers, as to obtrude k on the world, would 
have appeared an incredible circumftance, had not 
you made it a fad. 

You quote a chapter in Ezekiel ; in the a 9th 
chapter, ver. 1 1 , fpeaking of Egypt, it is faid— 
^' No foot of man (hall pafs through it, nor foot of 
bead (hall pafs through it, neither (hall it be inha*- 
bited forty years:'' — this, you fay, *' never came to 
pafs, and confequently it is falfe, as all the books I 
have already reviewed are/' Now that this did 
come to pafs, we have, as Bifhop Newton obferves^ 
'* the teftimonics of Megafthenes and Berofus, two 
heathen hiftorians, who lived about 300 years be- 
fore Cbrift; one of whom affirms, exprefsly, that 
Nebuchadnezzar conquered the greater part of 
Africa ; and the other affirms it, in effed, in faying, 
th^t when Nebuchadnezzar heard of the death of 
his father, having fettled his affairs in E^ypt^ and 
committed the captives whom he took in Egypt to 
the care of fome of his friends to bring them after 
him, he hafted diredly to Babylon.'* And if we 
had been pofleued of no teftimony in fupport of the 
prophecy, it would have been a hafty conclufioii^ 
that the prophecy never came to pafs; the hiftory of 
Egypt, at fo remote a period, being no where ac- 
curately and circumftantially related. 1 admit that 
no period can be pointed out "from the age of 
Ezekie\ to the prefenr, in which there was no foot 
of man or bead to be feen for forty years in ail 
Egypt ; but fome think that only a part of Egypt is 
here fpoken of; and furely you do not expeft a lite- 
ral accomplifliment of an hyperbolical expreffion, 
denoting great defolation; importing that the trade 
of Egypt, which was carried on then, as at pffcfent, 
by caravans, by the foot of man and beaft, fhould 
be annihilated. Had you taken the trouble to have 
looked a little farther into the book from which you 
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have made your quoiation, you would have there 
feen a prophecy delivered above two thoufand years 
ago, and which has been fulfilling from thai limc to 
this — " Egypt (hall be the bafeft of the kingdoms, 
neither (hall it exalt itfelf any more above the nations 
— there fhall be no more a prince of the land of 
Egypt." — This you may call a dream, a vifion, a 
lie : I etleem it a wonderful prophecy ; for " as is 
the prophecy, fo' has been the event. Egypt was 
conquered by the Babylonians ; and after the Baby- 
lonians by the Perfians ; and after the Perfians it be- 
came fubjeft to the Macedonians ; and after the Ma- 
cedonians to the Romans ; and after the Romans to 
the Saracens; and then to the Mamalucsj and is 
now a province of the Turkifii empire." 

Suffer me to produce to you from this author not 
an enigmatical letter to Daniel refpe^lbig the reco- 
Tery of Jerufalem from the hands of the king of 
Babylon, but an enigmatical prophecy concerning 
/edfckiah the king of Jerufalem, before it was taken 
by the Chaldeans. — " I will bring him (Zedekiah) 
to Babylon, to the land of the Chaldeans ; yet Aall 
he notfee it, though he fliall die there." — How ! not 
fee Babylon, when he fhould die there! How, 
moreover, is this conliftent, you may alk, with 
what Jeremiah had foretold— that Zedekiah Ibould 
fee the eyes of the king of Babylon ? — This dark- 
nefs of expreffion, and apparent contradiftion be- 
tween the two prophets, induced Zedekiah (as Jofc- 
phus informs us) to give no credit to either of them ; 
yet he unhappily experienced, and the fa;^ is worthy 
your obfervation, the truth of them both. He faw 
the eyes of the king of Babylon, not at Babylon, 
but kiblah ; his eyes were there put out ; and he 
was carried to Babylon, yet he faw it not ; and thus 
were the predidions of both the prophets verified, 
and the enigma of Ezekiel explained. 

As 
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As to yout wonderful difcovery that tb^ prophecy 
of Jonah is a book of fome gentile^ ^^and that it 
has been written ;as ai fable, to expofe the nonfenfe^ 
and to fatirize th^ vicious and malignant chara£ter 
of a Bible prophet, . or a prediding pried,'' I (ball 
put it, covered with hellebore^ for the fervice of it» 
author, on the fame flielf with your hypothefls con- 
cerning the confpiracy of Daniel and Ezekiel, and 
ihall not fay another word about it. 

You conclude your objedions to the Old Tcfla^ 
ment in a triumphant llyle ; , an angry q>ponent 
would fay, in a (lyle of extreme arrogance, afid f9l^ 
tilh felf-fufficiency — » " I have gone," you fay, ^ 
*' through the Bible (miftaking here, as in other 
places, the Old Tedament for the Bible) as a man 
would go through a wood, with an axe on his 
{houIders,and fell trees; here they lie ; and the prieils, 
if they can, may replant them. They may, per- 
haps, (lick them in the ground, but they will nevca: 
grow." — And is it poffible that you fhould think io 
highly of your performance, as to believe, that yott 
have thereby demolifhed the authority of a book, 
which Newton himfelf efteemed the moft authentic 
of all hiftories; which, by its celeftial light, illu^ 
mines the darkeft ages of antiquity ; which is the 
touchftone whereby we are enabled to diftinguiih 
between true and fabulous theology, between the 
Godof Ifrael, holy, jufl, and good, and the impure 
rabble of heathen Baalim ; which has been thought, 
by competent judges, to have afforded matter for 
the laws of Solon, and a foundation for the philofo- 
phy of Plato ; which has been illuftratcd by the la- 
bour of learning, in all age^ and countries ; and 
been admired and venerated for its piety, its fub-, ' 
limity, its veracity, by all who were able to read 
and underftand ?t ? No, Sir j you have gone in- 
deed through the wood, with the beft intention in 
the world to cut it down ; but yom have merely 

bufied 
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bufied yourfelf la expofing to vulgar contempt jufew 
wnfightly flirubs, which good men had concealed 
from public view ; you have entangled yourfelf in 
thickets of thorns and briars ; you have loft your 
way on the mountains of Lebanon ; the goodly 
cedar trees whereof, lamentiiig the madnefs, and 
pitying the blindnefs of your rage againll them, 
have fcorncd the blunt edge and the bafe temper of 
your axe, and laughed unhurt at the feeblenefs of 
your ftroke. 

'In plain language, you have gone through the 
Old Teftament hunting after difficulties, and you 
have found fome real ones ; thefe you have endea- 

' toured to magnify into infurmountable objeftions 
to the authority of the whole book^ When it is 
confidered that the Old Teftament is compofed of 
fcveral books, written by different authors, and at 
different periods, from Mofes to Malachi, comprif- 
ing an abftradcd hiftory of a particular nation for 
above a thoufand years, I think the real difficulties 
which occur in it are much fewer, and of much lefs 
importance^ than could reafonably have been ex- 
peSed. Apparent difficulties you have reprefented 
as real ones, without hinting at the manner in which 
they have been explained. You have ridiculed 
things held moft facred, and calumniated charadlers 
efteemed moft venerable ; you have excited the feoffs 
of the profane ; increafed the fcepticifm of the doubt- 
ful ; (haken the faith of the unlearned ; fuggefted 
cavils to the *' difputers of this world ;" and per- 
plexed the minds of honeft men who wifh to wor- 
fhip the God of their fathers in fincerity and truth. 
— This and more you have done in going through 

. the Old Teftament ; but you have not fo much as 
glanced at the great defign of the whole, at the 
harmony and mutual dependence of the feveral 
pans. You have faid nothing of the wifdom of 
God in feieding a particular people from the reft of 

mankind, 
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mankind, not for their own fakes, but that they 
might wimefs to the whole world, in fucceflive ages, 
his exifteace and attributes; that (hey might bean 
inftrument of fubverting idolatry; of declaring, the 

name of the God of Ifrael throughout the whole 
earth, it was through this nation that the Egypti- 
an,^ faw the wonJers of God ; that the Canaaaites 
(whom wick.ednefs had made a feproach to human 
nature) felt his judgments ; that the Babylomans 
ilTued their decrees-^*' That none (houtd dare to 
fpeak amifs of the God of Ifrael — that all fllould 
fear and tremble before him:" — and it is through 
them that you and I, and all the world, are not at 
this day worfhippers of idols. You have faid no- 
thing of the goodnefs of God in promifing, that 
through the feed of Abraham, all the nations of the 
earth were to be blelTed ; that the defire of all na- 
tions, the blefling of Abraham to the gentiles, 
fliould coine. You have palTed by all the prophe- 
cies refpefting the coming of the MeiSah; though 
they abfolutely fixed the time of his coming, and of 
his being cut off; defcribeJ his office, charafter, con- 
dition, fufferings, and death, in To circuai'^antial 3, 
manner, that we cannot but be aftonifhed at the ac- 
curacy of their completion in the perfbn of Jcfus of 
Nazareth. You have neglected noticing the tefli- 
mony of the whole jewifli nation to the truth both 
of the natural and miraculous fafts recorded in the 
Old Teftament. That we may better judge of the 
weight of this teftimony, let us fuppofe that God 
Ihould now manifcll himlelf to us, as we contend he 
did to the Ifraciiies in Egypt, in the deferc, and in 
the land of Canaan ; and that he fiiould continue 
thefe manifeilaiions of himfelf to our pofteriiy for 
a ihoufand years or more, punilhing or rewarding 
them according as they diibbeyed or obeyed his 
commands, what would you expeft Iliould be the 
iffue? You would expert that our polterity would, 
G in 
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in the'remotcft peuod of time, adhere to their God, 
and maintaia againft all opponents the troth of the 
books in -which the difpenfations of God to us and 
to our fucceflbrs had been recorded. Th^y would 
not yield to the objeftions of men, who, not hav?- 
ing experienced ttie fame divine government, 
fhould, for want of fuch experience, refufe siffent to 
their tcftimony. No; they would be to the -then 
furrounding nations, what the jews are to us, wit- 
neffes of the exiftence and of the moral government 
of God. 
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LETTER VII. 

" A HE New Teftament, they tell us, is founded 
upon the prophecies of the Old •, if fo, it muft fpU 
low the fate of its foundation.*' — Thus you open your 
attack upon the New Teftament ; and I agree with 
you, that the New Teftament muft follow the fate 
of the Old ; and that fate is to remain unimpaired 
by fuch efforts as you have made againft it. The 
New Teftament, however, is not founded folely on 
the prophecies of the Old. If an heathen from 
Athens or RomCy who had never heard of the pro- 
phecies of the Old Teftament, had been an eyc- 
witnefs of the miracles of Jefus, he would have 
made the fame cojiclufion that' the jew Nicodemus 
did — ** Rabbi, we know that thou art a teacher come 
from God ; for no man can do thefe miracles that 
thou doeft, except God be with him/' — Our Sa- 
viour telU the jews — " Had yc believed Mofes, ye 
/ would 
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would have bfelieved me ; for he wrote of me:" — 
and he bids them fearch the fcriptures, for they 
teftified of him : — but, notwithftanding this ap- 
peal to the prophecies of the Old Tcftameht, Jefus 
land to the jews, " Though ye believe not me, be- 
lieve the works'* — ** believe me for the very works* 
fake** — ** if I had not done among them the works 
which none other man did, they had not had fin/* 
— Thcfe are fufficicnt proofs that the truth of Chrift's 
miffion was not even to the jews, much lefs to the- 
gentiles, founded folely on the truth of the prophe- 
cies of the Old Teftament. — So that if you could 
prove fome of thefe prophecies to have been mifap-^ 
plied, and not completed in the perfon of Jefus, 
the truth of the chriftian religion would not thereby 
be overturned. — That Jefus of Nazareth was the 
perfon, in whom all the prophecies, direft and 
typical, in the Old Teftament, refpedling the Meffi- 
ah, were fulfilled, is apropofition founded on thofe 
prophecies, and to be proved by comparing with 
the hiftory of his life. That Jefus was a prophet 
fent from God, is one propofition — that Jefus was 
the prophet, the Meffiah, is another ; and though 
he certainly was both ^ prophet and 'the prophet, yet 
the foundations of the proof of thefe propofitions 
are feparate and diftinft. 

The mere exiftence " of fuch a woman as Mary, 
and of fuch a man as Jofeph, and Jefus,** is, you 
fay, a matter of indilFerence, about which there is 
no ground either to believe or to difbelieve — Be- 
lief is different from knowledge, with which you 
here feem to confound it. We know that the whole 
is greater than its part — and we know that all the 
angles in the fame fegmen^t of a circle are equal to 
each other- we have intuition and demonftration as 
grounds of this knowledge ; but is there no ground 
for belief of part or future exiftence ? Is there no 
ground for believing that the fim will exift to-mor- 
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row, and that your father exited before you ? You 
condefcend, however, to think it prgbable, that 
there were fuch perfons as Mary, Jofeph, and jefus; 
and, without iioubling yourfelf about their exig- 
ence or non-exillence, affuming, as it were, for the 
fake of argument, but without pofiiively grant- 
ing, their exiftence, you proceed to inform us, 
*' that it is the fable of Jefus Chrift, as told in the 
New Teftament, and the wild and vifionary doftrine 
raifed thereon," againit which you contend. You 
will not repute it a fable, that there was fuch a man 
as Jefus Chrlfl; that he lived in Judea near eighteen 
hundred years ago ; that he went about doing good, 
and preaching, not only in the villages of Galilee, 
but in the city of ferufalem ; that he had fevcral fol- 
lowers who conl\antly attended him ; that he was 
put to death by Pontius Pilate; that his difciples 
were numerous a few years after his death, not only 
in Judea, but in Rome the capital of the world, and 
in every province of the Roman empire; that a 
particular day has been obferved in a religious man- 
ner by all his followers, in commeraoration of a 
real or fuppofed refurreflion ; and that the conHanc 
celebration of baptifm, and of the Lord's fupper, 
may be traced back from the prefent time to him, as 
the author of thofe inftituiions. Thefe things con- 
flitute, I fuppofe, no part of your fable ; and if 
thefe things be fads, they will, when maturely con- 
fidered, draw after them fo many other things re- 
lated in the New Teftament concerning Jefus, that 
there will be left for your fable but very fcanty ma- 
terials, which will require great feriitiiy of inven- 
tion before you will drefs them up into any form 
which will not difgult even a fuperficia! obferver. 

The miraculous conception you eOeem a fable, 
and in your mind it is an obfccne fable. — Impure 
indeed muft that man's imagination be, who can 
difcoyerany obfcenity in the angel's declaration to 

Mary. 
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Mary. — *' The Holy Ghoft fliall come upon tliee, 
and the power of the T^ligheft fhall overfhadow thee : 
therefore that Holy thing which (hall be born of thee 
fhall be called the Son of God." — I wonder you do 
not find obfcenity in Genefis, where it is faid, ' The 
Spirit of God mnved upon the face of the waters," 
and brought order out of confufion, a world out of 
a chaos, by his foflering influence. As to the chrif- 
rian faiih being built upon tiie heathen mythology, 
there is no ground whatever for the afleriion ; there 
would have been Tome for faying, that much of the 
heathen mythology ^^s built upon the events re- 
corded in the uld Teflament. 

You come now to a demonftraiion, or, which 
amounts to the fame thing, to a propofition which 
cannot, you fay, be controverted :• — firft, *' That 
the agree/nent of all the parts of a ftory does not 
prove that ftory to be true, becaufe the parts may 
agree and the whole may be falfe ; — fecondiy. That 
the di/agreement of the parts of a ftory proves lliat 
the ivhole cannot be true. The agreement does not 
prove truth, but the difagreement proves faifehood 
pofitively." Great ufe, I perceive, is to be made of 
this propofition. You will pardon my unfltilfulnefs 
in dialeilics, if I prefunie to controvert the truth of 
this abftraft propofition, as applied to any purpofe in 
life. The agreement of the parts of a ftory implies 
that the ftory has been told by, at ieaft, two per- 
' fons (the life of Doftor Johnfon, for inftance, by 
Sir John Hawkins and Mr, Bofwel). Now I think 
it fcarcely poflible for even two perfons, and the 
difficulty is incrcafed if there are more than two, lo 
write the hiftory of the life of any one of their ac- 
quaintance, without there being a confiderable dif- 
ference between them, with refpecV to the number 
and order of the incidents of his life. Some things 
will be omitted by one, and mentioned by the other; 
iorae things will be brieiiy touched by one, and the 
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fame things will be circuinftantially detailed by the 
other ; the fame things which are mentioned in the 
fame way by them both, may not be mentioned as 
having happened exadly at the fame point of time^ 
with other poflible and probable diflferences. But 
thefereal or apparent difficulties, in minute circum- 
ftances, will not invalidate their teftimony as to the 
material tranfaftions df his life, much lefs will they 
fender the whole of it a fable. If feveral indepen- 
dent witneiTes, of fair charafter, (hould agree in al^ 
theparts of a ftory, {in teftifying, for inftance, that 
a n(iurder or a robbery was committed at a particular 
time, in a particular place, and by a certain indivi- 
dual,) every court of juftice in the world would ad- 
mit the faft, notwithftanding the abftraft poffibility 
of the whole being falfe : — again, if feveral honeft 
men (hould agree in faying, that the^ faw the king 
of France beheaded, though th^y fhould difagree as 
to the figure of the guillotine, or the fize of his ex- 
ecutioner, as to the king's hands being bound ot 
loofe, as td his being compofed or agitated in af- 
cending the fcaffold, yet every court of juftice in 
the world would think, that fuch difference, re- 
fpefting the circumftances of the faft, did not in- 
validate the evidence refpeding the faft itlelf. When 
you fpdSak of the whole of a ftory, you cannot 
mean eviery particular circumftance connefted with 
the ftory, bur not effential to it ;- you muft mean 
the pith and marrow of the ftory ; for it would be 
impoffible to eftablifli the truth of any faft, (of 
admirals Byng or Keppel, for example, having ne- 
gleded or not neglefted their duty,) if a difagree- 
ment in the evidence of witneffcs, in minute points, 
(hould .be confidered as annihilating the weight of 
their evidence in points of importance. In a word, 
the relation of a fad differs effentially from the de- 
monftration of a theorem. If one ftep is left out, 
one link in the chain of ideas conftituting a de^ 
monftration is omitted, the conclufion will be de- 
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ftroyed ; but a faft may be- dlablifhed, notwUh- 
ftanding a difagreement of the witnefTes in certain 
triflini;; particulars of their evidence refpefting ii. 

You apply your incontrovertible propofition to 
(he genealogies of Chrift given by IV'atihew and 
Luke — there is adifagreement between them; there- 
fore, you fay, " If Matthew fpeak irutii, Luke 
fpeaks falfehuod ; and if Luke fpeak truth, Mat- 
thew fpeaks falfehciod ; and thence there is no au- 
thority for believing either; and if they cannot be 
believed even in the very firft thing they fay and 
fet out to prove, they are not entitled to be believ- 
ed in any thing they fay afterwards." I cannot ad- 
mit either your piemiies or your conclufion — not 
your conciufion ; becaule (wo authors, who differ 
in tracing back the pedigree of an individual for 
above a thoufand years, cannot, oei that account, 
be eiteemed incompetent to bear teflimony to the 
tranfa£tions of his life, unlefs an intention to falfify 
could be proved againft them. If two Welfh hif- 
torians (hould at this time write the life of any re- 
markable man of their country, who had been 
dead twenty or thirty years, and (hould, through 
different branches of their genealogical tree, carry 
up the pedigree to Cadicallon^ would they, on ac- 
count of that difference, be difcredited in every 
thing they faid ? Might it not be believed that they 
gave the pedif:;ree as ihey had found it recorded in 
different infiruments, but without the lead inten- 
tion to write a falTehood ? — I cannot admit your 
premifes ; becaufe Matthew fpeaks truth, and Luke 
fpeaks truth, though they do not fpeak the fame 
truth ; Matthew giving the genealogy of jofeph 
ihe reputed father of Jefus, and Luke giving the 
genealogy of Mary -the real mother of Jefus. If 
you will not admit this, other explanations of the 
difficulty might be given ; but I hold it luflicient to 
fay, that the authors had no defigu to deceive the 
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reader, that they took their accounts from the pub- 
lic regifters, which were carclully kept, and that 
had they been fabricators of thcfe gcnealoj^ies, they 
would have beeo expol'ed at the time to ioUaat de- 
tefiion ; and the Lcrtainiy of that deletion would 
have prevented them from malting the attempt lo 
impofe a falfe genealogy on the jewifh nation. 

But that vou may effcttualty overthrow the credit 
of ihefe genealogies, yon make the following cal- 
culation : — " From the birth of David to the birth 
of Chrift is upwards of loSo years ; and ia there 
were but 27 lull generations, to find the average 
age of each perfon mentioned in St. Matthew's lill 
at the time his firtt fon was born, it is only neceiTa- 
ty to divide 10^0 by 27, which gives ,<o years for 
each parfon. As the life-time of man was then but 
of the fame extent it h now, it is an abfurdity to 
fuppofe, that 2J generations fhould all be old ha* 
chelors, before they married. So far irom this ge- 
nealogy being a folemn trurh, it is not even a rea- 
fonable lie." — This argument aETumes the uppear- 
aoce of arithmelital accuracy, and the coiiclufion is 
inaftylewhich even its truth would not excufe : — • 
yet the argument is good for nothing, and the con- 
clufion is not true. You have read the Bible with 
fome attention ; and you are extremely liberal in 
imputing to it lies and abfurdities ; read it over 
again, efpecially the books of the Chronicles, and 
you will there find, that, in the genealogical lift of 
St. Matthew, three generations are omitted between 
Jotam and Ozias ; Joram was the father of Azariah, 
Azariah of Joalh, Joailiof /Xraaziah, and Amaziah 
of Ozias. — I inquire not, in this place, whence this 
omiflion proceeded ; whether it is to be attributed 
to an error in the genealogical tables from whence 
Matthew took l:is account, or lo a corruption of the 
text of the evangelift ; flill it is an omi^ion. Now 
if you will add thefe three geaeratinns to the 27 you 
mention. 
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tnention, and divide io8o by 30, you will find the 

I .average age wheji thcfejews bad each of them their 

^^^^BtII: Con born was j6- They married fooncr than 
^^^^Miey ought to have done, according lo Ariftotle, 
^^^Blrho fixes thiriy^feven as the mofl: proper age, when 
I a man fhould marry. Nor was it neceflary that 

ihey {hould have been old bachelors, though each 
of them had not a fon to fucceed him till he was 
,ihiriy-fix ; they might have been married at twenty, 
without having a fon till they were foity. You af- 
fume in your argument that the firft born fon fuc- 
ceeded the father in ihe lilt — this is not true. So- 
lomon fucceeded David ; yet David had at leafl fix 
foos, who were grown to manhood before Solomon 
was born; and Rehoboam had at leaft three fons 
before he had Abia (Abijah) who fucceeded him.— r- 
It is needlel's to cite more inftances to this purpofe ; 
but from ihele. and other • ircumftances which 
might be infilled upon, I tan fee no ground for be- 
lieving, that the genealogy of Jefus Chrift, men- 
tioned by St. Matthew, is not a folemn truth. 

You infift much upon Tome things being men- 
tioned by one evangelift, which are not mentioned 
by all or by any ol the others ; and you lake this 
to be a reafon v\hy we fhould confider the gofpels, 
not as the works of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and 
John, but as the produdions of fome unconnccled 
individuals, each of whom made his own legend. 
1 do not admit the truth of this fuppofition ; but I 
may be allowed to ule it as an argument againil 
youtfelf — it removes every poflible fulpicion of fraud 
and impoflure, and confirms the gofpe! hiliory in 
the flrongefl manner. Fotir uncohnc^ed indiv'iduT^U 
have each written memoirs oi the life of Jefus ; 
from whatever iource they derived their materials, it 
is evident that they agree in a gteat many particu- 
lars of the laft importance ; fuch as the purity of 
bis manners ; the fanftity of bis doQrines ; the 
multitude 



i 

i 
I 




t 90 ) 

Ibhitude and publicity of his miracles ; the perfe- 
nting fpiril of his enemies ; the manner of bis 
death; and the certainty of his refurredion; and 
whiift they agree in ihc-fe great points, their difa- 
greement in paints of little confequence, is rather 
a confirmation of the truth, than un indicatiot) of 
the falfehood, of theiT feveral accounts. — Had they 
agreed in nothing, their tertimony ought to have 
been rejected as a legendary tale; had they agreed 
in every thing, it might have been fufpefled thai, 
inltead of unconnedlcd individuals, they were a fet 
of inipijitors. The manner, in which the evange- 
lifts have recorded the particulars of the life of 
Jefus, is wholly conformable to what we experience 
in other biographers, and claims our highefl aflent 
to its (ruth ; noiwithflaoding the force of your in- 
controvertible propofition. 

As an inilancc of contradiftion between the 
evangelifts, you tell us, that Matthew fays, the 
angel announcing the immaculate conception ap- 
peared unto Jofeph ; but Luke fays, he appeared 
unto Mary. — The angel. Sir, appeared to them 
both ; to Wary, when he informed her that Ihe 
fliould, by the power of God, conceive a fon ; to 
Jofeph. fomc months afterwards, when Mary*s 
pregnancy was vifible ; in (he interim Ihe had paid 
a vifit of three montlis to her coulin Elizabeth. It 
might have been especled, that, from the accuracy 
with which' you have read your Bible, you could 
not have conioundtd thefeobvioufiy-diltinft appear- 
ances ; but men, even of candour, are liable to 
midakes. Who. you aft:, would now believe a girl, 
who ftiould fay fiie was gotten with-child by aghoft? 
— Who, but yourfelf, would ever have alked a quef- 
tion fo abominably indecent and profane ? I cannot 
argue with you on this lubjetl'. — You will never 
perfuade the world, that the Holy Spirit of God 
bus any refenblance to the Itage ghofts in Hamlet or 
Macbeth, 



( 9< ) 

V 

Macbeth, from which you feem to have derived 
your idea of it. 

The ftory of the maflacre 6f the young children 
by .the order of Herod, is , mentioned only by Mat* 
th^w i and therefore you think it is a lie. We mud 
give up all hiftory if we refufe to admit fails re- 
corded by only one hiftorian. Matthew addrefled 
his gofpel to the jews, and put them in mind of a 
circumftattce,,,,of which they muft have had a mer 
lancholy r^erabrance ; but gentile converts were 
lefs interefted in that event. The evangelifts were 
not writing the life of Herod, but of Jefus ; it is 
no wonder that they omitted, above half a century 
after the death of Herod, an inftance of his cru- 
elty, which was not eflfentially conne^ed with their 
fubjeft.^ The maflacre, however, was probably 
known even at Ron^e j and it was certainly^ corref* 
pondent to the character of lierod. John, you fay, 
at the time of the maflacre, ** was under two years 
of age, and yet he efcaped ; fo that the ftory cir- 
cumftantially belies itfelf.*' — John was fix months 
older than Jefus ; and you cannot prove that he 
was not beyond the age to which the order of Herpd 
extended^ it probably reached no farther than to 
thofe who jbad completed their firft year, without 
including thofe who had entered upon their fecondi 
but without infifling Upon this, ftiil I contend that 
you cannot prove John to have been under two, 
years of age at the time of the maflacre ; and I 
could give many probable reafons to the contrary. 
Nor is it certain that John was, at that time, in that 
part of the country to which the cdiGt of Herod ex- 
tended. But there would be no end of anfwering, , 
at length, all your little objedions. . ; 

No two of the evangelifts, you obferve, agree in 
reciting, exadly in the fame words^ the writteji in- 
fcription which was put over Chrift when be was 
crucified. — I admit that there is an uneffential verbal 

difference; 



V 1. 



V 9^ ) 

difference ^ and are you certain that there was not a 
verbal difference in the infcriptions tbemfelves ? — 
One was written in Hebrew, another in Greek, 
another in Latin ; and, though they had all the fame, 
meaning, yet it is probable, that if two men had 
tranflated the Hebrew and the Latin into Greek, 
there would have been a verbal difference between 
their tranflations. You have rendered yourfelf fa- 
mous by writing a book called — The Rights of Man: 
— had you been guillotined by Robefpierre, with this 
title, written in French, Englifli, and German,^ and 
affixed to the guillotine — Thomas Paine, bf Ataicri- 
ca, author of The Rights of Man — and had four 
perfons, fome of whom had feen the execution, and 
the reft had heard of it from eye-witneffes, writtcsn 
fliort accounts of your life twenty years or more af- 
ter your death, and one had faid the infcription was 
— This is Thomas Paine, the author of The Rights 
of Man — another, 'Ihe author of The Rights of 
Man — a third. This is the author of The Rights of 
Man — and a* fourth, Thomas Paine, of America, 
the author of The Rights of Man< — would any man 
of common fenfe have doubted, on account of this 
difagreement, the veracity of the authors in writing 
your life? — " The only one," you tell us, " of the 
men called apoftles, who appears to have been near 
the fpot where Jefus was crucified, was Peter/*— 
This your affertion is not true — we do not know 
that Peter was prefent at the crucifixion ; but we do 
know that John, the difciple whom Jefus loved, was 
prefent ; for Jefus fpoke to him from the crofs. — 
You *;o on, " But why fhould- we believe Peter, 
convicted by thei, own account of perjury, infwear- 
ing that he knew not Jefus ?** I will tell you why — 
hecaufe Peter fr cerely repented of the wickednefs 
into which he had been betrayed, through fear for 
bis life, and fuffered martyrdom in atteftation of the 
truth of the chriftian religion. 

But 
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But the evangeliils difagree, you fay, not'onlyat 
to the fuperfcripiioii on the crofs, but as to the lime 
of the crucifixion, " Mark faying it was at the third 
hour (nine in the morning), and John at the fixih 
hour (twelve, as you fuppole, at noon ." Various 
folutionii have been given ot this difficulty, none of 
which fatisfied Dodor Middleton, much lefs can it be 
expeil^d that any of them Ihoutdfatisfy you ; but there 
is a folution not noticed by him, in which niaay ju- 
dicious men have acqulei'cetl — That John, writing 
his golpet in AfiA, uicd the Roman method of com- 
puting time; which was the fame as our own; to 
that by the fixth hour, when Jefus was condemnat, 
■we are to understand fix o'clock in the morning j the 
intermediate time from fix to nine, when he was cru- 
cified, being employed in prepariBg for ihe cruci- 
fixion. But if this diHiculty ihould be IHll efieemed 
infuperable, it does not follow ihat it will always re- 
main fo ; and if it Oiould, the main point, the cruci- 
fixion of Jelus, will not be alfeded thereby, , 

Icannoi, in.this place, omit remarking fome cir- 
cumlUnccs attending the crucifixion, wiiich are fij 
natural, that we might have wondered if they bad 
not occurred. Of all the difcipies of JefuB, John 
was beloved by him with a particular degree of af- 
teftLon ; and, as kindnefs produces kindnefs, there 
can be little doubt that the rej^rd was reciprocal. 
Now whom fliould we exptid to be the attendants 
of Jefus in his laft fuffering? Whom but John, the 
friend of his heart ? — Whom but his mother, whole 
foul was now pierced through by the fword of for- 
row, which iHmdon had foretold ? - Whom but 
thofe, who had been attached to him through li£e; 
who, having been healed by him of their infirmiiiei, 
were impelled by gratitude to minifter to him of 
thHr mbUauce, to be aiieiuive to all his wants? — 
Thefe were the perfons whom we (lioald have ex- 
pededtoatteud hlsexecutiaOj and thefe were ther& 
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To whom would an expiring fon, of the beft affec- 
tions, recommend a poor, and, probably, a widowed 
mother, but to hh warmed friend ?-^And this did 
Jefus. — Unmindful of the extremity of hi^ own 
torture, and anxious to alleviate the burden of her 
forrows, and to proteft her old age from future 
want and mifery, he faid to his beloved drfciple — - 
^* Behold thy mother ! and from that hour that dif- 
ciple took her to his own home/' I own to you, 
that fuch in fiances as thefe, of the conformity of 
events to our probable expedtation, are to me genu- 
ine marks of the fimplicity and truth of the gofpels ; 
and far outweigh a thodfand little objections, arifing 
from our ignorance of manners, times^ and cir- 
cumftances, or from our incapacity to comprehend 
the means ufed by the Su pi erne Being in the moral 
government of his creatures. 

St. Matthew mentibns feveral miracles which at- 
tended our Saviour's crucifixion — the darknefs 
which overfpread the land— the rending of the veil 
of the temple — an earthquake which rent the rocks- 
— and the refurreftion of many faints, and their 
going into the holy city. — " Such/' you fay, '' is 
the account which this dafhing writer of the book of 
Matthew gives, but in which he is not fupported by 
the writers of the other books/' This is not ac- 
curately expreffed ; Matthew is fupported by Mark 
and Luke, with refpeft to two of the miracles — tb'c 
darknefs— and the rending of the veil:— and their 
omiffion of the others does not , prove, that they 
were either ignorant of them, or difbelieved them. 
1 think it idle to pretend to fay pofitively what in- 
fluenced them to mention only two miracles ; they 
probably thought them fufficient to convince any per-* 
fon, as they convinced the centurion, that Jefus 
*' was a righteous man" — *' the Son of God.'' 
And thefe two miracles, were better calculated to 
produce general conviftion, amongft the perfons for 

^ whofe 
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whofe benefit Mark and Luke wrote their gafpeb, 
than eit;her the earthquake or the refurreftioii of the 
feints. The earthquake was, probably, confined to 
a particular fpot, and might, by an objeftor, have 
been called a natural phenomenon; and thofe to 
whom the faints appeared might/ ar the time of 
writing the gofpels of Mark and Luke, have been 
dead : but the darknefs mud have been generally- 
known and remembered ; and the veil of the tem- 
pie might ftill be-preferved at the time thefe authors 
wrote. — As to Johfi not mentioning any of thefe 
miracles — it is well known that his gofpel was writ- 
ten as a kind of fupplem^nt to the other gofpels ; 
he has therefore omitted many things which the, 
other three evangelifts had related, and he has 
added fcveral things which they had not mentioned ;^ 
in particular, he has added a circumftance of great 
importance ; he tells us that he faw one of the 
foldiers pierce the fide of Jefus with a fpear, and 
that blood and water flowed through the wound;, 
and left any one fhould doubt of the faft, from its 
not being mentioned by the other evangelifts, he 
afferts it with peculiar earneftnefs — " And he that 
faw it, bare record, and his record is true : and he 
knoweth that he faith true, that ye might believe." 
— ^Joha faw blood and water flowing from the 
wound; the blood is eafily accounted for; but 
whence came the water ? 1 he anatomifts tell us — 
that it came from the pericardium : — fo confiftent b 
evangelical teftimony with the moft curious re- 
fearches into natural fcience ! — You amufe yourfelf 
with the account of what the fcripture calls many 
faints, and you call an army of faints, and are angry 
with Matthew for not having told you a great many 
things about them.— It is very poflible that Matthew 
might have know.n the faft of their refurreftion/ 
without knowing every thing about them ; but if 
be had gratified your curiofity in every particular, 

I am 
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I am of opinion that you would not have believed a 
i^'ord of what he had told you. I have no curiofity 
on the fubje£t ; it is enough for me to know chat 
♦* Chrift was the firft fruits of them that flept/' and 
*^ that all that' are in the graves iliall hear his- voice 
and fhall come forth," as thofe holy men did, who 
heard the voice of the Son of frod at his refurrec- 
tfon, and paffed from death to life. If I durft in- 
dulge myfelf in being wife above what is written, I 
might be able to anfwer many of your inquiries re- 
lative to thofe faints ; but I dare not touch the ark 
of the Lord, I dare not fupport the authority of 
f(dripture by the boldnefs of conjefture. Whatever 
difficulty there may be in accounting for the filence 
of the other evangelifts, and of St. Piul alfo, on 
this fubjed, yet there is a greater difficulty in fup- 
pofmg that Matthew did not give a true narration 
of what had happened at the crucifixion. If there 
had been no fupernatural darknefs, no earthquake, 
no rending of the ve?l of the temple, no graves 
evened, no refurrecbion of holy men, no appearance 
of them unto many— if none of thefe things had 
been true, or rather if any one of them had been 
falfe, what motive could Matthew, writing to the 
jews, have had for trumping up fudh wonderful 
itories? He wrote, as every man does, with an in- 
tention to be believed ; and yet every jew he met 
would have ftared him in the face, and told him thzt 
he was a liar and an impoftor. What author, wha 
twenty years hence (hould addrefs to the French 
nation an hiftory of Louis XVI. would venture to 
affirm, that when he was beheaded there was dark- 
nefs for three hours over all France? that there was" 
sn earthquake? that rocks were fplit? graves 
opened ? and d • 1 1 men brought to life, who ap- 
peared to man .> '^ '^aris ? — It is quire im- 
poffit>le to lupj : . ..: ;-:.'^ v-: j\'\\\ d?,re to nub- 
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liih Tuch obvious lies ; and I think it equally impof- 
fible to fuppofe, that Matthew would have dared to 
publifli his account of what happened at the death 
of Jefus, had not that account" been generally 
known to be true^ 



LETTER VIII. 



E HE " tale of the refurre£lion," you fay, 
[)ows that of the cruciftxion." — You have accuf- 
Jomed me fo much to this kind of language, that 

S"" hen I find you fpeaking of a talc, I have no doubt 
f meeting with a truth. From the apparent dif- 
Igreeraent in the accounts, which the evangeliUs 
live given of fome circumftances refpeiling the re- 
iiurreftion, you remark — " If the writers of thefe, 
Spooks had gone into any court of juftice to prove an 
aiibi, (for it is the nature of an alibi that is here at- 
tempted to be proved, namely, the abfence of a 
dead body by fupernatural means,) and had given 
their evidence in the fame contradiftory manner, u 
it is here given ; they would have been in danger of 
having their ears cropt for perjury, and would have 
juftly deferved it" — " hard words, or hanging," it 
feems, if you had been their judge. Now 1 main- 
tain, that it is the brevity with which the account 
of the refurredion is given by all the evangelills, 
which has occafioned the feeming confufion ; and 
that this confufiun would have beeir cleared up at 
H once- 
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oace, if the witnelTes of the rcfurreftlon bad been 
examined before any judicature. As we cannot have 
this viva voce examination of all the witnelfes, Jet 
us call up and quellion the evangetifts as witneffes 
to a fupernatural alibi. — Did you find the feputchre 
of Jefus empty ? One of us aiflually faw it empty, 
and the reft heard, from eye witneffes, that it was 
empty. — Did you, or any of the followers of Jefus> 
take away the dead body from the fepulchre ? All 
anfwer. No. — Did the foldiers, or the jews, take 
away the body ? No. — How are you certain of that ? 
Becaufe we faw the body when dead, and we faw it 
afterwards when it was alive. — How do you know 
that what you faw was the body of Jefus ? We had 
been long and intimately acquainted with Jefus, and 
knew his perfoa perfeAly. — Were you not affrighted, 
and midook a fpirit for a body ? No ; the body had 
flefti and bones ; we are fure that it was the very 
body which hung upon the crofs, for we faw the 
wound in the fide, and the print of the nails in ihe^ 
hands and feet. — And all this you are ready to fwear ? 
We are ; an^ we are ready to die alfo, fooner than 
we will deny any part of it. — This is the tellimony 
which all the evangelifts would give, in whatever 
court of juftice they were examined ; and this, I 
apprehend, would futRciently eftablilh ihe alibi oi' 

,,^dead body from the fepulchre by fupernatural 

ifans. 

But as the refurredion of Jefus is a point which 
-^'ou attack with all your force, I will exaiiUDC mi- 
nutely the principal of your objedions ; I do- not 
think them deferving of this notice, but they fiiall 
have it. 7 he book of Matthew, you fay, *' flates 
that when Chtift was put in the fepulchre, the jews 
applied to Pilate for a watch or a guard to be placed 
over the fepulchre, to prevent the body being ftolen 
by the difcipies." — I admit this account, but it ia 
soE the whole of the account ; you have omtlted 



the reafon for the requell which the chief priefts 
made to Piiate — " Sir, we remember that that de- 
^Ceive^ faid, while he was yet alive, after three days 
kl will rife again." — It is material to remark this; for 
at the very time that Jefus predicted his refurre£iion, 
pe predifted atfo his crucifixion, and all that he 
Hiould fuffer from the malice of thofe very men who 
teow applied to Pilate for a guard. — " He (hewed to 
pis difciples, how that he muil go unto Jerufalem, 
nnd fuffer many things of the elders, and chief 
priefts, and fcribes, and be killed, and be raifed 
[gain the third day.", (Matt, xvi, 21 ) Thefe men 
Knew full well that the firft part of this prediflion 
kad been accurately tulfilled ihrough their nialigni> 
ty ; and, inllead of repenting of what they had 
done, they were fo infatuated as to fu^pofe, that by 
a guard of foldiers they could prevent the comple- 
tion of the fecond. — The other books, you obferve, 
" fay nothing about this application, nor about the 
fealing of the Itone, nor the guard, nor the watch, 
and according lo thefe accounts there were none.*' 
— This, Sir, [ deny. The other books do not fay 
that there were none of thefe things ; how often 
muft I repeat, that omiffions are not coniradiclionr, 
nor filence concerning a fatt a denial of it/ 

You go on — *' The book of Matthew continues 
its account chat at the end of the iabbath, as it be- 
gan to diiisin, towards the firft day of the week, came 
Mary Magdalene and the other Mary to fee the I'e- 
pulchre. Mark fays it was fun-rifing, and John 
fays it was dark. Luke fays it was Mary Magda- 
lene, and Joanna, and Mary the mother of JanseSy 
and otker women, tliat came to the fepulchre. And 
John fays that Mary Magdalene came alone. So 
.well do they agree about their 6rft evidence! they 
all appear, however, to have known moll about 
Mary Magdalene ; ihe was a woman of a large ac- 
quaintance, and it was not an ill conjecture that Ihe 
H 1 might 
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might be upon the ftroll," — ThU is a bag para- 
graph ; I will anfwer it diftiiiftty ; — fir^» there is no 
difagreement of evidence with refpe£l Ta the time 
when the women went to the fepulchre ; all the 
evangelifts agree as to the day on which they went ; 
;iad, as to the time oF (he day, it was early tn the 
morning ; what court of Juftice in the world would 
fet afide this evidence, as infufficienc to fubllaniiate 
the lact of the womens' having gone to the fepul- 
chre, becaui'e the wiinefles differed as to the degree 
pf twilight which lighied them on their way? Se- 
condly, there is no difagreemeni of evidence withre- 
fpetl lo the peffons who went to the fepulchre- John 
(iates that Miiry Magdalene went to the lepuUhte ; 
but he does not ftate, as you make him Jlate^ that 
Mary Magdalene went alone; flie might, for any 
thing you have proved, or can prove to the con- 
trary, have been accompanied by all the women 
nieniioned by Luke: — is it an unufual thing to dif- 
tinguilh by name a principnl perfon goinir on a vifir, 
or an embaffy, without mentioning his lubordinate 
attendants? Thirdly, inoppofition to your inftnu- 
ation that Mary Magdalene was a common woman, 
1 wifli it to be coufidered, whether there is any 
fcriptural authority for that imputation ; and whe- 
iher there be or not, 1 muil contend, that a repent- 
ant and leiormed woman, ought not to be elleemed 
an improper witnels of a fa^. The conjefture, 
which you adopt concerning her, is nothing Ids 
than an illiberal, indecent, unfounded calumny^ ooc 
excufabie in the mouth of a libertine, and intolera- 
ble in yout's. 

• The book of Matthew, you obferve, goes on to 
— *' And behold, there was an earthquake, for 
angel of the Lord dcfcended from heaven, and 
came and rolled back the fttme from the door, and 
fat upsH ii .-' — but the other books fay nothing 
about any earthquake," — what then ? does their 
M'.;/., (ilence 



filence prove that there was none? — '* nor about 
the angel rolling back the ftone and fitting upon it ; 
, — whai then 1 does their filence prove that the ftone 
was not rolled back by an angei, and that he did 
I not fit upon it ? — " and according to their accounts 
''there was no angel fitting there." This conclufion 
I muit deny -, their acccunts do not fay there was no 
angel fitting there, at the time that Matthew fays he 
fat upon the Itone. They do not deny the faft, 
they fimply omit the mention of it ; and they all 
take notice that the women, when they arrived at 
the fepulchre, found the ftone rolled away : h^nce 
it is evident that the ftone was rolled away b^ort 
the women arrived at the (epulchre ; and the other 
evangeliftsj giving an account of what happened to 
the women vjhen they reached the fepulchre, have 
merely omitted giving an account of a tranfaflion 
previous to iheir arrival. Where is the contra- 
diction ? What fpace of time intervened between 
the rolling away the (tone, and the arrival of the 
women at the iepulchre, is no where mentioned; 
but it certainty was long enough for the angel to 
have changed his pofition ; from fitting on the 
outfide he might have entered into the Iepulchre; 
and another angel might have made his appearance^ 
or, from the firft, there might have been two, one 
on the outfide rolling away the ftone, and the 
other within. l.uke, you tell us, " fays there 
were two, and they were both ftanding ; and John 
fays there were two, and both fining." — It is im- 
poflible, I grant, even for an anget to be fitting and 
ftanding at the fame inftant of time ; but Luke and 
John do not fpcak of the fame inllant, nor of the 
fame appearance — Luke fpeaks of the appearance to 
ail the women; and John of the appearance to 
Mary Magdalene alone, who tarried weeping at the 
fepulchre after Peter and John had left it. But I 
forbear making any more minute remarks on (lilt 
minultr 
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minuter objections, all of which are grounded on 
ihis miliflke — thai the angels were feen at one par- 
ticular time, ill one particular place, and by (he 
fame individuals. 

As to your inference, from Matthew's ufmg the 
cxpreflion unto this day^ " ihaf the book muft have 
been inanufaftuicd after % lapfe of Tome generations 
at leaft," it cannot be admitted againit the pofirive 
leftitiiony of all antiquity, 1 hat the (lory about 
fleaLmg away the body was a bungling ftory, I rea- 
dily admit ; but the chief priefts are anfwerable for 
ii ; it is not worthy either your notice, or mine, ex- 
cept as it is a ilrotig InAance to you, to me, and ro 
every body, how far prejudice may millcad the un- 
derftanding. 

You come to that part of the evidence in fhofe 
books that refpefls, you fay, " the pretended ap- 
pearances ot Chrirt after his pretended lefurreflion ; • 
the writer of the book of Matthew relates, that the 
angel that was fitting on ihc Oore at the oicuihof 
(he Jepulchte, faid to the two Marys, (chap, xxviii. 
7.) " Behold, ChrilUis gone before you into Gali- 
lee, there Qiall you fee him." The gofpel. Sir, waj 
preached to poor and iUiierate uien : and it is the 
duty of pricfls to preach it to them in all its puiity ; 
to guard iheni againil ihe errors of midakeii, or the 
defigns- of wicked men. You then, who can read 
your Bible, turn to thispaflage, and you will find 
that the angel did not fay, " Behold, Chrift is gone 
before you into Galilee,' — but, "Behold, he gvefh 
before you into Galilee." I know not what Bible 
you made ufe of in this quotation, none that 1 have 
feen render the original word by — he is gone : — it 
might be properly rendered, he will go ; and it is 
literally rendered, he is going, 'J his phrafe does 
not imply an immediate felting out for Galilee : 
when a man has fixed upon a long journey 10 Lon- 
don or Bath, it is common enough to lay, he is 
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going to London or Bath, though the time 
going may be at fome diftance. Even your dafliing 
Matthew could not be guilty of fuch a blunder as 
(o make the angel fay be is gone^ for he tells us im- 
mediately afterwards, that, as the women were de- 
parting from the fepulchre to tell his dtfciples what 
the angels had faid to them, Jefus himfelf met them. 
Now how Jefus could be ^o/;e into Galilee, and yet 
meet the women at Jerufalem, 1 leave you to ex- 
plain, for the blunder is not chargeable upon Mat- 
thew. I excufe your introducing the expreflion — 
■* then the eleven dil<:iple& went away into Galilee," 
for the quotation is rightly made ; but bad you 
turned to the Greek Teftament, you would not 
have found in this place any word anfwering to thetii 
the paffage is better tranflated — and the eleven. 
Chrift had faid to his difciples, (Matt, xxvi, ^s.) 
** After I am rifen again, I will go before you into 
Galilee ;" — and the angel put the women in mind of 
the very expreflion and prediftion — be is rifen, as 
be faid ; and heboid, he ^oeth before you into Galilee, 
Matthew, intent upon the appearance in Galilee, of 
which there were, probably, at the time he wrote, 
many living witnefles in Judea, omits the mention 
• of many appearances taken notice of by John, and, 
by this omiflion, feems to connect the day of the 
refurrei^ion of Jefus, with that of the departure of 
the difciples for Galilee. You feem to think this a 
great difficulty, and incapable of folution ; for you 
lay — " It \% not pofiibte, unlefs we admit thefe dif- 
ciples the right of wilful lying, that the writers of 
thefe books could be any of the eleven perfons 
called difciples ; for if, according to Manhew, the 
eleven went into Galilee to meet Jefus in a mouniainj 
by his own appointment, on the fame day that he is 
faid to have rifen, Luke and John mull have been 
two of that eleven ; yet the writer of Liike favs ex- 
prefsly, and John implies as much, that the meeting. 

was 



of his V 
lafliine ^ 



1 



( ■=♦ > 

WA£ that fame day in a boufe at Jerufalemi and on 
the oiher hand, if, according to L uke and John, the 
tUven were aflembied in a houfe at Jerufalem, Mat- 
r thew muft have been one of that eleven ; yet Mat- 
[ thtfw fays, the meeting was in a mountain in Gaii- 
[ lee, and confequently the evidence given in thofe 
[.books deftroys each other." When I was a young 
'ihanin the univerfity, I was preity much accu^ 
tomed to drawing of confequences ; but my Alma 
1 MalerA\i\ not fuffer me to draw confequences after 
' your manner ; (be taught me — that a ialfe pofitioa 
niuft end in an abfurd cnnclufion. 1 have {hewn 
your pofirion — that the eleven went into Gali- 
lee on the day of the refurreflioni — to be falfe, and 
whence your confequence — that the evidence given in 
thefe two books dcflroys each other — is not to he 
admitted. You ought, moreover, to have confi- 
deied, that the itafl of unleavened bread, which 
immediately followed the day on which the paOover 
was eaien, lafied (even days ; and ibat {tricl obfer- 
" vers of the law did not think ihemfelves at liberty 
to leave Jerufalem, till that fealt was ended j and 
this u -A cnllaicrai proo' ihat the difciplts did not 
go to Galilee on the day of the refurrttUon, 

You certainly h^' e read tlit New Tellanient. but . 
not, 1 thiijk, with great intention, «r you would 
have known who the apoHles were. In this place 
you reckon Luke -as one of the eleven, and in other 
places you fpeak ot him as an cye-wiinefs of the 
things he relates; you ought to have known that 
Luke was no apoflle ; and he tells you hinifcif, in 
the pnlaee to his gofpel, that be wrote from the 
tedimonj of others, if-this miHake proceeils from 
your ignorance, you are not a fit perfon to write 
commtnls on the Bible ; if from defign, (which I 
am unwilling to fulpefl,) you are ftiil lefs At; in 
fiiher cafe it may Juggefl to your readers the pro- 
priety of lufpedticg the truth and accuracy of your 
aflVrtions, 
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affertrons, however daring and intemperate.—** Of 

the numeitius prielb or jjarfons of the prefent day, 

bi(ho(>s and all, the fum total of whofe learning," 

according to you, " is a b ab, and htc, hsec, hoc, 

_there is not one amongil them," you fay, " who 

an write poetry like Homer, or fcience like Euclid," 

i-lf 1 (liouki admit this, (though there are many 

' them, 1 doubt not, who underfland thefe author* 

lettei than you do,) yet 1 cannot admit that there 

fone amongft ihtm, biftiops and all, fo ignorant 

to rank Luke the evangclid among the apoflles 

F Chrift. I will not prefs this point; any man 

lay tail into a miftake, and the confcioufnefs of 

__ lis lallibility Ihould create in all men a little mo- 

deily, a little diffidence, a litrle caution, before 

they prefunie to call the moll illultrious characters of 

antiquity Itars, tools, and knaves. 

You warn to know why Jefus did not (hew hira- 
felf to all the people after his refurreflion. — 'Ihis is 
one of Spinoza's objections ; and it may found well 
enough in the mouth of a jew, wifliing to excufe 
ibe infidelity of his countrymen : but it is not judi- 
ciouily adopted by detlis of other nations. God 
gives us the means of health, hut he does not force 
us to the ufe of ihem ; he gives us the powers of 
the mind, but he dues not compel us to the cuiti* 
vation of them : he gave the jews opportunities of 
feeing the miracles of Jefus, but he did not oblige 
them to believe them. They who perfevered ia 
their incredulity after the refurre^tion of Lazarus, 
would have perfevered alfo after the refurreflion of 
Jefus. Lazarus had been buried four days, Jefut 
but three ; the body of Lazarus had begun to un- 
dergo corruption, the body of Jefus faw no cor» 
TUption ; why Oiouid you expeft, that they would 
have believed in Jefus on his own refurrection, when 
they had not believed in him on the tefurreclion of 
Lazarus ? When the pharifees were told of the re» 
furreflioa 
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furreflion of Lazarus, they, together with the 
chief pricfts, gath^ed a council, and faid — " What 
do we ? for this man doeth many miracles. If we 
let him thus alpne, all men will believe on him : — 
then from that day forth they took counfel together 
to put him to death.** The great men at Jerufalem, 
you fee, admitted that Jefus had raifed Lazarus 
from the dead ; yet the belief of that miracle did 
not generate conviftion that Jefus was the Chrift ; 
it only exafperated their malice, and accelerated 
their purpofe of deftroying him. Had Jefus (hewn 
himfelf after his refurredion, the chief priefts would 
probably have gathered another council, have open- 
ed it with. What do we ? and ended it with a deter* 
mination to put him to death* As to us, the evi- 
dence of the refurreftion of Jefus, which we have 
in the New Teftament, is far more convincing, than 
if it had been related that he (hewed himfelf to every 
man in Jerufalem ; for then we ihould have had a 
fufpicion, that the whole (lory had been fabricated 
by the jews. 

You think Paul an improper witnefs of the refur* 
re£tion *, I think him one of the fitted that could 
have been chofen ; and for this reafon — his tefh- 
mony is the teftimony of a former enemy. He had, 
inhis o^n miraculous converfion, fufficient ground 
for changing bis opinion as to a matter of fad^ 
which he had formerly, through extreme prejudice, 
confidered as a fable. For the truth of the refur- 
reAion of Jefus he appeals to above two hundred 
and^fty living witneifes ; and before whom does he 
make this appeal ? — ^Before his enemies, who were 
able and willing to blafl: his charader, if he had 
advanced an untruth. — ^You know, undoubtedly, 
that Paul had refided at Corinth near two years i 
duimg^a part of that time^ he had teftified to the 
jews, that Jefus was the Chrift ; that, finding the 
Dulk of that nation obKlinate in their unbelief, he 

had 
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had turned to the gentiles, and had converted many 
to the faith in Chnft ; that he left Corinth, and went 
to preach the gcfpelin other parts ; ihat, ahout three 
years after he had quitted Corinth, he wrote a let- 
ter to the conv°ns which he had made in that place, 
and who after hi^ departure had been fplit into dif- 
ferent faftions, and had adopted dilFerent teachers 
in oppofition to Paul. From this account we may 
be certain, that Paul's letter, and every clrcutn- 
ftance ill it, would be minutely examined. The 
city ot Corinth was full of jews ; thefe men were, 
in general, Paul's bitter enemies ; yet, in the face 
of them all, he afferts, " thai Jefus Chrift was 
burled ; that he rofe again the third day ; that he 
was ieen of Cephas, then of the twelve ; thithewas 
afterwards fecn of above five hundred brethren at 
once, of whum the greater pait were then alive." 
An appeal to above 250 living witneffes, is a pretty 
, ftrong proof of a faft; but it becomes irrefiHible, 
when that appeal is fubmitted to the judgment of 
enemies. St. Paul, you muft allow, was a man of 
ability ; but he would have been an idiot, had he 
put it in the power of his enemies to prove, from 
his own letter, that he was a lying ralcal. They 
neither proved, nor attempted to prove, any fuch 
thing ; and, therefore, we may fafely conclude, that 
this teftimony of Paul to the refurreition of Jefus 
was true : and it is a teftimony^ in my opinion, of 
the greateli weight. 

You come, you fay, to the laft fcene, the afcen- 
fion ; upon which, in your opinion, '* the reality 
of the future miflion of the dilciples was to reft for 
proof," — 1 do not agree with you in this. 'l"he re- 
ality of the future miflion of the apoltles might 
have been proved, though Jefus Chrifl had not 
vifibly afcended into heaven. Miracles arc the 
proper proofs of a divine miflion ; and when Jefus 
gave the apodles a commiffion to preach thegofpel, 

he 
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he commanded them to flay at Jeroralem, till they 
" were endued with power from on high," Mati, 
thew has omitted the mention of the afcenfion ; 
)ohn, you fay, has not faid a fyllable about it. 
think otherwife John has not given an exprefs 
count of the afcenfion, but has cerrainlv faid fonii 
thing about it ; for he informs ub, that jefus faid 
Mary — '* Touch me not ; for I am not yel ajctndi 
to my father : but go to my brethren, and fay on'" 
them, 1 afcend unto my father and your father, a 
to my God and your God." This is furely fay 
fomething about the afcenfion ; and if the fail of 
the afcenfion be not related by John or Maithew, it 
may leafonably be fuppofed, that the omiflion was 
made, on account of the notoriety of the faft. Thai 
the faft was generally known, may be juftly collected 
from the reference which Peter makes to it in the 
hearing of all the jews, a very few days after it had 
happened — " This Jefus hath God raifcd up, where- 
of we all are witneffes. Therefore being b^ the right 
hand ef God exalted. — Paul bears teftitnony alfo to 
the afcenfion, when he fays, that Jefus was nfeivtd 
up intt glory. As to the difference you contend for, 
between the account of ihe afcenfion, as given by 
Kiatk and Luke, it does not exift ; except in this, 
that Mark omits the particulars of Jefus going with 
liis apotftes to Beihany, and blefling them ther< 
which are mentioned by Luke. But omiflions, 
mutl often put you in mind, are not coQii3ili£lionf<J 

You have now, you fay, *' gone through the ex . 
aminaiion of the four books afcribcd to Matthew^, 
Mark, Luke, and John ; and when it is conlidered' 
that the whole fpace of time, from the crucifixion, 
to what is called the afcenfion, is but a few daya, 
apparently not more than three or four, and thai 
all the citcumftatices are reported to have happened 
near the fame fpot, Jcrufalem, it is, I believe, im- 
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and fuch glaring abfurdities, contradidioiis, 
falfehoods, as are in thofe books." — What am 
fay to this ? Am 1 to fay that, in writing this para- 
graph, you have forfeited your chara^er as an ho- 
oeftman? Or, admitting your honetly, am I to fkf 
that you are grofsly ignorant of the fubje£l ? Let 
the reader judge. — John fays, that Jefus appeared to 
his difcipies at Jerufalem on the day of his refur- 
region, and that Thomas was not then wilh them. 
— The fame John fays, that after ei^iit days be ap- 
peared to them again, when Thomas was with them. 
1 — Now, Sir, how apparently ihrte or Jour days can 
be confiftent with really eight daySy I leave you to 
make out. But ihis is not the whole of John's tef- 
tioiony, cither with refpefft to place or time — -for be 
fayg — After thefe ihjngs (after the two appearantes 
to the difcipies at Jeiufalem on the firll and on the 
eighth day after the refurredion) Jefus fliewed hira- 
felf again to his difcipies at the fea of Tiheriss. The 
fea of Tiberias, I prefume you know, was tn Gait. 
lee ; and Galilee, you may know, was fixty or fe- 
venty miles from Jerufalem ; it muft have taken ibe 
difcipies fome time, after the eighth day, to travel 
from Jerufalem into Galilee. What, in your own 
infuUing language to the priefls, what have you to 
anfwer, as lo the fame f^ot Jerufalem, as to your 
apparently /Aree or /ow (/aw ? — But this is not alL 
Luke, in ih« beginning pf ih« A<^ts, refers to bis 
gofpet, and fays — " Chrift Oiewed hiinfelf alive af- 
ter his pdflion, by many infallible proofs, being feca 
of the apoftles forty days, and fpeaking of :^e things 
peitaining to the kingdom of God :" — indead of 
four, you perceive there were forty days between the 
crucifixion and the afcenfioti. 1 need not, I trull, 
after this, trouble myfelf about the falfehoods and 
contradidions which you impute to the evangetifts; 
your readers cannot but be upon their guard, as to 
the credit due to your aflertioiis, however bold and 
improper. 
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improper. You will fuffer me to remark, that the 
evangelills were plain men; who, convinced of the 
rruth of their narration, and confciousof their own i 
inlegricy, have related what ihey knew, with ad-l 
mirable fimpliciiy. They leem to have faid to the^ 
jews of their lime, and to fay to the jews and unbe- 
lievers of all times — We have told you the truth ; 
and if you will not believe us, we have nothing 
more to fay. — Had they been impoftors, they would 
have written with more caution and art, have ob« i 
viatcd every cavil, and avoided every appearance of^ 
contraditSion. This ihey have not donej and this 
I conlideras a proof of their honelly and veracity. 

John the baptiit had given his tefliinony to the 
truth of our Saviour's miffion in the mofl unequi- 
vdcal terms ; he afterwards fent two of his difciplea 
to Jefus, to aik him whether he was really the ex- 
pe^ed Mefliah or not. Matthew relates both thefe 
circumftances : had the writer of the book of Mat- 
thew been an impoftor, would he have invalidated 
John's teftimony, by bringing forward his real or 
apparent doubt ? ImpoIJible ! Matthew, having 
proved the refurredion of Jefus, tells us, that the 
eleven difciples went away Into Galilee into a moun- 
tain where Jefus had appointed them, and " when 
they faw him, they wotlhipped him: but fotne 
doubted." — Would an impoftor, in the very lad 
place where he mentions the refurredion, and in the 
conclufion of his book, have fuggefted fuch a cavil 
to unbelievers, as to fay — fome doubted ? Impoffi- 
ble ! The evangelift has left us to colleil the reafon 
why fome doubted : —the difciples faw Jefus, at a 
diltance, on the mountain; and fome of them fell 
down and worlhipped himj whilft others doubted 
whether the perfon they faw was really Jefus j their 
doubt, however, could not have lafted long, for ia 
the very next verfc we arc told, that Jefus came and 
fpal» unto tbem. 

Great J 
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Great and laudable pains have been taken by many 
learned men, to harmonize the feveral accounts 
given us by the evangelifts of the tefurreaion. It 
does not feem to me to be a matter of any great 
confequence to chrilliantty, whether the accMints 
can, in every minute particular, be harmonized or 
not; fince there is no fuch difcordance in ihem, as 
to render the fact of [he refurredion doubtful to any 
impartial mind. If any man, in a court of julUce, 
fhould give pofitive evidence of a faft ; and three 
others fhould afterwards be examined, and all of 
them fhouhi confirm the evidence of the firft as to 
thefaft, but fliould apparently differ from him and 
from each other, by being more or lefs particular in 
their accounts of the circumltances attending the 
fact ; ought we to doubt of the fact, becaufe we 
could not harmonize ihe evidence refpefting the 
circumflances relating to it ? The oraillion of any 
one circumltance (Puch a^ that of Mary Magdalene 
having gone twice to the fepulchre; or that of the 
angel having, after he had rolled away the ftone 
from the fepulchre, entered into the fepulchre) may 
render an harmony impoflibic, without having rc- 
courfe to fuppofition to fupply the defed. You 
deills laugh at all fuch attempts, and call them 
prieftcraft. I think it better then, in arguing with 
you, to admit that there may be (not granting, 
however, that there isj an irreconcileabie difference 
between the accounts rePpecting the life of Jefus, 
or his refurredion. — l^e it lo ; what then ? Does this 
difference, admitting it to be real, deltroy the credi- 
bility of the gofpel hiltory in any of its effeniial 
points ? Certainly, in my opinion, not. As i look 
upon this to be a general ani'wer to moll of your dc- 
idical objections, i profefs my llncerity, in faying, 
that [ confider it as a true and fulHcient anfwer ; and 
J leave it to your confideration. I have, purpofely, 
in the whole of this dircullion, beeji Client as to the 
infpiratioQ 
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■toljirratlon of the evanj'elifts j w^II knowing that 
you would have rejected, with fcorti, any thing I 
^ould have laid on that point: bui, ia diTpuiing 
with^ deill, 1 do molt folemnly contend, that the 
chrilTian religion is true, and worthy of all accep- 
tation, whether the evangelills were infpired or 
not- 

Unbelievers, in general, wiffi to conceal their 
fentiments ; they have a decent refpeft for public 
opinion } are cautious of affronting the religion 
of their country ; fearful of undermining the 
foundations of civil fociety. Some few have been 
more daring, but lePs judicious; and have, with- 
out difguife, profelTed their unbelief. But you 
are the firfl who ever fwore that he was an infidel, 
concluding your dciftical creed with — So help me 

, GoJ ! 1 pray that God may help you ; that he may, 
through the influence of his holy fpirit, bring you 
to a right mind ; convert you to the religion of his 
Son, whorn^ out of his abundant love to mankind, 
lie lent into the world, that all who believe in him ', 
fhould not perlfti, but have everlafting life. 

You f*ear, that you think the chriftian religion 
IS not true. 1 give full credit to your oath j it is 
an oath in confirmation — of what ? — of an opinion. 
— If proves the fmcerity of your declaration of your 
opinion ; but the opinion, noiwjthftanding the 
oath, may be either irue or falfe. Permit me to 
produce to you an oath not confirming an opinion, 
but a faft ; it is the oath of St. Paul, when he 
fwea's to the Galatians, that in what he told them 
of his miraculous converfion, he did iiot tell a lie : 
•' Now the things which I write unto you, behold, 
before God, I lie not :" — do but give that credit ID 
Paul which 1 give to you, dj but confider the diffet- 
ence between an opinion and a fad, and I fliall nof 
defpair of your becoming a chriftian. ■, 



i 




< ;»13 ) 

Deifm, you fay, confifts in a belief of one God^ 
and an imitarion of his moral character, or the prac- 
tice of what is called virtue; and in this (as far as 
religion is concerned) you reft all your hopes. — 
There is nothing in deifm but what is in chriftianity, 
but there is much in chriftianity which is not in 
deifm. The chriftian has no doubt concerning a 
future ftate ; every deift, from Plaio to Thomas 
Paine, Is on this tubjeft overwhelmed with doubts 
infiiperable by human reafon. The chriftian has no 
miff^ivings as to the pardon of penitent Hnners, 
through the intercellion of a mediator j the deill is 
Ilar-jlfed with apprehenfion Iclb the moral juftice of 
God (hould demand, with inexorable rigour, pu^. 
nifhmeni for iranfgrclli'>n. The chriftian has no 
doubt Concerning the lawfutnefs and the efEcacy of 
prayer ; the dcilt is difturbed on this point by ab- 
itratl confiderations concerning the goodnefs of 
God, whichwants not to be intreated ; concerning 
his forefight, which has no need of our iaformSi- 
. tion ; concerning his imniuiability, which canno{ 
be changed through our fuppUcation. The chrif- 
tian admits the providence of God and the liberty 
of human anions; the deift is involved in great 
difficulties, when he undertakes the proof of either- 
Thechriltian has affurance that the Spirit of God 
will help his infirmities ; the deift does not deny 
the pollibility that God may have accefs to the hu- 
man mind, but he has no ground to believe the fa£t 
of his either enlightening the underftanding, in- 
fluencing the will, or purifying the heartv 




1 HOSE," you dy, " who are not much acqu 
ed with eccleliaftical hiftory, may fuppofe that the 
book called the New Teftament has exifted ever 
fince the time of Jefus Chrift, but the fad is hiftori- 
caliy otherwife ; there was no fuch book as the New 
Teftametlt till more than three hundred years after 
the time that Chrift is faid to have lived." — This 
paragraph is calculated to miflead common readers ; 
it is neceffary to unfold its meaning. The book, 
called the New Teftameni, confills of twenty-feven 
diflferent parts ; concerning feven of thefe, viz. 
the F.pillle to the Hebrews, that of James, the fe- 
cond of Peter, the fecond of John, the third of 
John, that of Jude, and the Revelation, there-were 
at firft fome doubts; and the queftion, whether 
they (hould be received inio the canon, might be 
decided, as all quellions concerning opinions muft 
be, by vote. With refpeft to the other twenty 
parts, thofe who are inoft acquainted with ecclefi- 
aftical hiflory will tell you, as Du Pin docs after 
Eufebius, that ihey were owned as canonical, at all 
times, and by all chriftians. — Whether the couneil 
of Laodicea was held before or after that of Nice, 
is not a fettled point ; all the books of the New 
Teilamcnt, except the Revelation, are enumerated 
as canonical in the Conftitutions of that council; 
but it is a great miftake to fuppofe, that the grcateft 
part of the books of the New Teltament were not in 
general ufe amongft chriftians, long before the coun- 
cil 
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cit of Laodicea was held. This is not merely my 
opinion on the fubjedt; ic is the opinion of one 
piDUch better acquainted wiih ecclefiaftical hiftory 
1 I am, and, probably, than you are, — Mojheim. 
■ The opinions," fays this author, " or rather the 
njei^lures, of the learned, concerning the time 
Pvhen the books of the New Teftament were col- 
plc^^ed into one volume, as alfo about the authors of 
hat coUeftion, are extremely different. This im- 
P^ortant queltion is attended with great and almoft 
I jnfuper;ib!e difficulties lo us in thefe latter times. 
KAt is however fufficient for us to know, that, before 
f-tiie middle of the fecond century, the greateft part 
p-of the books of the New Teliament were read in 
Tery chrilUan focieiy throughout the world, and 
received as a divine rule of faith and manners. 
Hence it appears, that thefe facred writings were 
carefully feparaitd from feveral human compofitions 
upon the fame- fubjett, either by fome of the apoi- 
lles tliemfclves, who lived fo long, or by their dif- 
ciples and fucceflbrs, who were fpread abroad through 
all Aations- We are well alTured, that the your 
gofpels were colleded during the life of St. John, and 
thai the three firft received the approbation of this 
divine apoflle. And why may we not fuppofe, that 
the other books of the New Teliament were gather- 
ed together at the fame time? What renders this 
highly probable is, that the molt urgent neceHity 
required its being done. For, not long after Chrill's 
afccnfion into heaven, feveral hiftoiies of his life 
and doctrines, full of pious frauds, and fabulous 
wonders, were compoled by perlons, whole inten- 
tions, perhaps, were not bad, but whofe writings 
difcovered the greatelt fuperllition and ignorance. 
Nor was this all : producVtons appeared, which 
were impofed on the world by ttaudulent men as the 
writings of the holy apoitles, Thefe apocryphal 
and fpurious writings muft have produced a fad con- 
1 2 lufion. 




fufion, and rendered bisth the hiilory and lKe~doc> 
trine of ChriH uncertain, hud nor the rulers of the 
church ufed all poflible care and diligence in fepar^I-" 
ing the books that were truly apoliolical and divine,' 
from alt thai fpurious trafli, and conveying ihem 
down to pofteriiy in one volume. " 

Did you ever read the apology for tlie chriftians, 
which juflin Martyr prefented to the emperor Anto- 
ninus Fius, to the fenate. and people of Rome? I 
ihould fooner expeft a falfity in a petition, whiclr 
any body of perfecuted men, imploring juftice, 
fhould prefent to the king and parliamehr of Great 
Britain, than in this apology. — Yet in this apology* 
which was prefented not fifty years after the death 
of St. John, not only parts of all the Jour goff els are 
quoted., but it is exprefsly laid, ihar on the daqr 
called Sunday, a poiiion of them was read in the 
public affemblies of the chiidians, I forbear piirt'u- 
ing thii matter fan her ; tife it might eafily be 
(hewn, that probably the golpels, and certainly 
fome of St. Paul's epiftles, were knoxvn to itcmenti 
Jgn&ihts, and Pvtycarp, coniemporaties witlf the 
aponies. Thefe men could not quote or refer ro 
books which did not exift: and therefore thougk 
you could make it out that llie book called the New' 
Tedament did not formally exift under tiiat title, till 
350 years after C:hrift ; yet I hold it to be a certain 
faft, that all the books, of which it is compofed, 
were written, and moft of them received by ali 
chriflians, within a few years after his death ■ 

You raife a difficulty relative to the time whicb 
intervened between the death and refurreftion of 
Jefus, who had faid, that the Son of man fhall be 
three days anil three nights in the heart of the earth. 
— Are you ignorant then that the jews ufed the 
phrafe three days and three nights to denote what 
we underltand by three days f — It is faid in GenelH, 
chap. vii. 12. " The rain was upon the earth fc*fy 
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days and forty nights ; and this is equivalent 'tothe 
exppeflion, (ver. i;.) "And the flood was forty 
days upon tbe earth." iiiflead iheii of faying three 
days and three nights, let us fimply fay — and you 
will not objei^ to Chrift's beinj; three days Friday, 
Saturday, and SunJay. in the heart of the earth, 
I do not fay that he was in the grave the whole of 
either Friday tT bunday ; but an hundred inftances 
might be produced, Jrom writers of all nations, in 
wJiich a part of a day is fpoken of as the whole. — 
Thus much far the defence of the hiftorical part of 
the New I'eHament. 

You have introduced an account of Faufius^as de- 
nying the genuincnels of the Books of the Old Tefta- 
ment. Will you permit that great fcholar in facred 
literature, Mid'tieHs^ to tell you fomething about this 
Fauftus ? — " He was; ignorant, as were mod of the 
African writers, of the Greek language, and ac- 
quainted with rhe New Teftament merely through 
the channel of the Latin tranHacion : he was not 
only devoid of a fuiEcient fund of learning, but 
illiterate in the higheft degree. An argument which 
he brings againft the genuinenefs of the gofpel af- 
fords fufficient ground for this aflertion ; for he con- 
tends, that the gofpel of St. Matthew could nor 
have been written by St. Matthew himfelf, becaufe 
he ii always mentioned in the third perfon." You 
know who has argued like Fauftus, but I did not 
think mylelf authorized on that account to call you 
illiterate in the higheft degree ; but Michaelis 
makes a ftill more levere conclufion concerning 
Faultus ; and he extends his oblervation to every 
man who argued like him — " A man capable of 
fuch an argument muft have been ignorant not only 
of the Greek writers, the knowledge of which could 
not have been expected from Faullus, but even of 
the Commentaries of C^far. And were it thought 
improbable that fo heavy a charge could be laid 
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with juftice on the fide of his knowledge, it would * 
fall with double weight on the fide of his honefly, 
and induce us to fuppofe, that, preferring the arts of 1 
fophiftry to the pfainnels of truth, he maintained^ 
opinions which he believed to be falfe." (Maifli's 
Tranfl.) Never more, I think, fiiall we hear of 
Mofes not being the author of the Pentateuch, on 
account of its being written ia the ihird perfon. 

Not being able to produce any argument to render 1 
quedionable either the genuinenefs or the authen- 
ticity of St. Paul's Epiftles, you tell us, that " it is 
a maiter of no great importance by whom they were 
written, f:nce the writer, whoever he was, attempts 
to prove his doiSrine by argument : he does not pre- 
tend to have been wimefs to any of the fcenes told 
of the refurreilion and afcenfion, and he declares 
that he had not believed them " That Puul had fo 
far refifled the evidence which the apoftles had given 
of the refurreftion and afcenfion of Jefus, as to be 
a peifecutor of the dii'ciplcs of Chrift, is certain j 
but I do not remember the place where he declares 
that he had not believed them, 1 he high pricft 
and the fenate of the children of" Ifrael did not deny 
the reality of the miracles, which had been wrought 
by Peter and the apoftles ; they did not contradid\ 
their teftimony concerning the refurreftioii and the 
afcenfion ; but whether they believed it pr not, they 
were fired with imiignation, and took counfel to 
put the apoftles to death } and this was alfo the 
temper ot Paul ; whether he believed or did not 
believe the ftory of the refurreftion, he was exceed, 
ingly mad againft the faints. The writer of Paul's 
Epiiltes does not attempt to prove his doftrine by 
argument ; he in many places telis us, that his doc- 
trine was not taught him by man, or any invention 
of his own, which required the ingenuity of argu- 
ment to prove it : — " I certify you, brethren, that 
the gofpe!, which was preached of me is not after 
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man. For I neither received it of man, neither 

Vas I taught it but by the revelation of Jefus 

Chrift." Paul does not pretend to have been a wit- 

jRefs of the fiory of the refurreflion, but he does 

nuch more; he afTerts/that he was himfelf a wit- 

hefs of the refurreftion. After enumerating many 

tappearances of Jefus to his dirdples, Paul fays of 

pjiimfelf, " Laft of all, he was feen of me alfo, ai 

*of one born out of due time." Whether "you will 

admit Paul to have been a true witnefs or not, you 

■ cannot deny that he pretends to have been a withes 

tipf the refurreilion. 

'I he rtory of his being flruck to the ground, as 
I he was journeying to Damafcus, has nothing in it, 
you fay, miraculous or extraordinary : you repre- 
, fent him as (truck by lightning. — It is fomewhat 
\ extraordinary for a man, who is flrUck by lightning, 
' to have, at the very time, full poffeflion of his un- 
>. derltandingi to hear a voice iffuing from the light- 
ning, fpeaking to him in the Hebrew tongue, call- 
j ing him by his name, and entering into converfation 
[ with him. His companions, you fay, appear not to 
have fuffered in the fame manner : — the greater the 
wonder. If it was a common ilorm of thunder and 
lightning which (Iruck Paul and all his companions 
to the ground, it is fomewhat extraordinary that he 
alone fliould be hurt ; and that, nocwithftanding his 
being (truck blind by lightning, he (hould in other 
refpecls be fo little hurt, as to be immediately able 
to walk into the city of Damafcus. So difficult is it 
to oppofe truth by an hypothefis ! — In the charafter 
of Paul you difcover a great deal of violence and 
fanaiicifm ; and fuch men, you obferve, are never 
good moral evidences of any dotSrine they preach. 
— Read, Sir, Lord Lytikton^ obfervations on the 
converlion and apoftlefliip of St. Paul ; and I think 
you will be convinced of the contrary. That ele- 
gant writer thus cxpreffes his opinion on this fub- 
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jcfl — '* Befides all the proofs of the chriftian reli- 
gion, which may be drawn from ihe pii^phecTfts of 
the Old Teiianient, from the iieceflary counetlion 
it has with the whole lyflem of ihc jewifh religion, 
from tlie miracles of Chrid, and from the evidence 

riven of his refurreflion by all the other apoiltes, 
thinlc ihe converfion and apolUcfliip of St. Paul 
atone, duly eonfidered, is, of itfelf, a demopftra- 
tion fufficient lo prove chrillianity to be a divine 
revelation." I hope this opinion will- have loine 
weijfht with you ; it is not the opinion of a lying 
Bible-prophet, of a flupid evangelift, or of an a b ab 
prieft, — but of 3 learned layman, whofe illu/lrious 
rank received fplendor from his talents. 

You are difpleafcd with St. Paul " for fetfing out 
to prove the rct'urrcftion of the^^wf body" — ^You 
know, 1 prefume, that the refurre£lion of the fame 
body is not, by all, admitted to be a fcriptnral 
doflrine. — " In the New Teflament (wherein, I 
think, arecomained all the articles of the chriltian 
faith) I find our Saviour and the apoltles lo pfeach 
the refurredion of the dead, and the nfurreclwn from 
the dead, in many places; but I do not remember 
any place where the reiurreflion of the fame body 
is fo much as mentioned." This oblervatioit of Mr. 
Locke I fo far adopt, as to deny that you can pro- 
duce any place in the wriiingd of St. Paul, wherein 
he fets out to prove the refurreftion at the lame 
body. ! do not queftion the poffibility of the re- 
furreftion of the lame body, and I am not igno- 
rant of the manner in which fome learned men have 
explained it ; (foniewhat after the way of your ve- 
getative fpeck in the kernel of a peach ;) but as you 
. are difcrediting St. PhuI's doftrine, you ought'to fliew 
that what you attempt to difcredit ii the dofirine of 
the apoltle. As a matter of choice, you had rather 
bave a betier body — you will have a better body, — - 
"your natural body will be taifed afpiritual body," 
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your corruptible will put on incorrupiioh. You 
are fo much out of humour with your pTefent 
body, thai you inform us, every animal iii the , 
creation excels us in fotnething. Now I had always 
thought, that the fingle circuniftance of our having 
hands, and their having none, gave us an infinite 
fuperioriiy not only over infers, filhes, fnails, an4 
fpiders, (which you reprefent as excelling us in 
ico-nioiive powers.) but over all the animals of 
le creation ; and enabled us, in the langua^^e of 
:icero, defcribing the manifold utility of our 
hands, to make as it were a new nature of things. 
As to what you fay about the contcroufnefs of ex- 
ifleiice bein^r the only conceivable idea of a future 
life — it proves nothing, either for or ag^inJl the re- 
furreition of a body, or of the fame body ; it does 
not iniorm us, whether to any or to what fubftancc, 
maleiial or immaterial, this confcioufnefs is an- 
nexed. I leave it, however, to others, who do not 
admit perfonal identity to confift in confcioufnefsj 
to difpute with you on this point, and willingly fub- 
fcribe to the opinion of (Vit. Locke, *' that nothing 
but conrcioulnel's can unite remote exigences into 
the lame perfon," 

From a caterpillar's pafiing into a torpid (late re- 
fembling death, and afterwards appearing a fplendid 
butterfly, and from the (I'uppofed) confcioufnefs of 
exigence which the animal had in thefe different 
ftates, you alk, Why muft 1 believe, that the refur- 
redidn of the fame body is ntceffary to continue in 
me the conlcioufnels of exiltence hereafter? — I do 
not diilike analogical reafonin^, when applied to 
proper objeds, and kept within due bounds : — but 
where is it faid in fcripture, that the refurreflion of 
the fame body is neceflary to continue in you the 
conlcioufnefs of exiflence ? 1 hole who admit a 
confcious ftate of the foul between death and the re- 
furreition, will contend, that the foul is the fub- 
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ftance in which confcioufaefs is continued withoat 
interruption : — thofc who deny the intermediate 
ftate of the foul as a (late of confcioufnefs, will con- 
tend, that confcioufnefs is not deftroyed by death, 
but fufpendcd by it, as it is fufpended during a 
found Heep, and that it may as eatily be reftorcd 
after death, as after fleep, during which the facul- 
ties of the foul are not exiin£l but dormant. — Thofe 
who think that the foul is nothing diftinCt: from the 
compaces of the body, not a fubllance but a mere 
quality, will maintain, that the confcioufnefs apper- 
taining to every individual perfon is not loil when 
the body is deftroyed ; that it is known to God ; 
and may, at the general refurreftion, be annexed to 
any fyftem of matter he may think fit, or to that a 
particular compages to which it belonged in this J 
life. 

In reading your book I have been frequently 
Ihocked at the virulence of your zeal, at the 
indecorum of your abufe in applying vulgar 
and offenfive pithets to men who have been 
held, and who will long, I truft, continue to be 
holden, in high eftimation. 1 know that the fear 
of calumny is feldom wholly effaced, it remains 
long after the wound is healed ; and your abufe of 
holy men and holy things will be remembered, when 
your arguments againll them are refuted and for- 
gotten. Mofes you term an arrogant coxcomb, a 
chief aflaflin ; Aaron, Jofiiua, Samuel, David, 
uionfters and Impollors ; the jewifh kings a parcelof 
rafcals ; Jeremiah and the reft of the prophets, 
liars; and Paula fool; (or having written one of 
the fubliraelt compofuions, and on the moft im- 
portant fubjetl that ever occupied the mind of man 
— the leffon in our burial fervice: — this lefibn you 
<'all a doubtful jargon, as delHtute of meaning as 
the tolling of the bell at the funeral. Men of low 
condition! prcfTed down, as you often .lie, by cala- 
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ihities gentVally incident to human nature, and 

gr<i:ming under burdens of mifery peculiar to your 

conJiiion, what thought you when you heard this 

leflon read at the tuneral of your child, your 

parent, or your friend ? Was it mere jargon lo 

you, as deftitute of meaning as the toiling of 3 

_ bell? — No. — You underftood from it, that you 

^^^Would not all fle'ep, but that you would all be 

^^^Kh^inged in a moment at the laf\ trumps you un- 

^^Bjflerdood from it, ihat this corruptible mult put on 

^^™^incorrupti»n, that this morial muft put on immor> 

r tality, and that deaih would be fwallowed up in 

viSory ; you underflood from it, that if (notwith- 

flanding profane attempts to fubvert your faith) ye 

continue ftedfaft, unmoveable, always abounding 

I in the work of the Lord, your labour will not be 

in vain. 

' You Teem fond of difplaying your (kill in fcience 

and philofophy ; you fpeak more than once of 

Euclid ; and, in cenfuring St. Paul, you intimate 

I to us, that when the apoftle fays — one ftar dlfferetk. 

from another ftar in glory — he ought to have faid 

I — in diftance. — All men feir that one Qar difFereth 

from another ftar in glory or brightnefs ; but few 

men knoiv that their difference in brightnefs arifes 

1 from their diffeiencc in diftance j and I beg leave 

to fay, that even you, philofopher as you are, do 

not kmw it. You make an affumption which you 

cannot prove — that the ftats are e^ual in magnitude, 

I and placed at different diftances from the earth ; — 

but you cannot prove that they are not different in 

magnitude, and placed at eqrtal diftances, though 

none of them may be fo near to the earth, as 

to have any fenfible annual parallax. I beg 

pardon of my readers for touching upon this 

fubjeft ; but it really moves one's indignation, to 

fee a fmaltering in pliilofophy urged as an argument 

againft 
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againft the veracity of an apoftle. — '* little learn* 
ing is a dangerous thing." 

Paul, you fay,' affeds to be a naturalifl: ; and to 
prove (you might more properly have faid illuftrate) 
bit fyftem of refurredion from the principles of ve- 
getacion — '* Thou fool/* fays he, *' that which 
thou foweft is not quickened except it die :'*— to 
which one might reply, in his own language, and 
fay-'—'* Thou fool, Paul, that which thou foweft is 
not quickened except it die noU^^ It may be feen, 
I think, from this paifage, who affeds to be a na- 
turalifl, to be acquainted with the microfcopical dif- 
coveries of modern times ; which were probably 
neither known to Paul, nor to the Corinthians ; and 
u^bich, had they been known to them both, would 
have been of little ufe in the illuftration of the fub- 
jed of the relurredion. Paul faid— that which 
thou foweft is not quickened except it die :— revery 
hufbandman in Corinth, though unable perhaps to 
define the term death, would underftand the apof- 
^le's phrafe in a popular fenfe, and agree with him 
that A grain of wh<:at muft become rotten in the 
ground before it could fprout ; and that, as God 
raifed from a rotten grain of whe^t, the roots, the 
ftem, thje leaves, the ear of a new plant, he might 
alfo caufe a new body to fpring up from the rotten 
carcafe in the grave. — Dodor Clarke obferves, *' In 
like manner as in every grain of corn there \% con- 
tained a minute infenfible feminal principle, which 
is itfelf the entire future blade and ear, and in due 
fe^fon, when all the reft of the grain is corrupted, 
evolves and unfolds itfelf vifibly to the eye ; fo our 
pfefent mortal and corruptible body may be but the 
exuvia, as it were, of fome hidden and at prefenjt 
infenfible principle, (poffibly the prefent feat of the 
foul,) which at the refurredion (hall difcover itfelf 
in its proper form.** I do not agree with this great 
man (for fuch I efteem him) in this philofophical 
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conjedkure ; but the quotation ^may fervc to (hew 
you, that £he germ does not evdfte and unfold itfelf 
vifibly to the eyd* till all the reft of the grain i^ cor^ 
rupted ; that is, in the language ^nd meaning of St* 
Paul, till if rf/i?j.— Though the authority of Jefus 
may ha%e as little weight with you as that of 'Paul^ 
yet it m'ay not be improper to quote to you our Sa* 
viour*s expreffion ; when he foretels the numei'ous 
difciples which Us, death would produce— " Except 
a com of wheat fall into the ground, and dhj it 
abideth alone: but if it die, it bringeth forth much 
iruit." — You perceive from this, that ^e. jews 
thought the death of the grain was neceffary to its 
reprodu&ion ;^*— hence every one may fee what little 
reafon you had to objedt to the apoftle's popular il- 
luftration of the poffibility of a refurreftion. Had 
he known as much as any naturalifl in Europe 
does, of the progrefs of an animal from one ftate to 
another, as from a worm to a butterfly, (which yoiji 
think applies to the cafe,) I am pf opinion he would 
not have ufed that illuftration in preference to what 
be has ufed, which is obvious and fatisfadofy. 

Whether the fourteen epiftles afcribed to Pa«|' 
were written by him or not, is, in your judgment, 
a matter of indifference, — So far from being a mat- 
ter of indifference, I confider the geriuinenefs of 
St, Paul's epiftles to be a matter of the greateft im- 
portance; for if the epiftles, afcribed to Paul,- 
written by him, (and there is unqueftionabld proof 
that they were,) it will be difficult for you, or for 
any. man, upon fair principles of found reafoning^ 
to deny that the chriftian religion is true. The 
argument is a fhort one, and obvious to every capa-* 
city. It ftands thus:— St. Paul wrote feveral letters^ 
to thofe whom, in different countries, he had con- 
verted to the chriftian faith ; in thefe letters her af- 
firms two things ;-^firft, -that he had wrought 
.miracles in their prefcuce j — -fecondly, that many ojf 
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themfelves had received the gift of tongues, and 
<Jthier miraculous ^gifts of the Holy Ghoft. — The 
pcrfons to whom thefe letters were addreffed muft, 
on reading them^have certainly known, whether 
Paul affirmed what was true, or told a plain 
lie ; they mud have known, whether they bad feen 
him work miracles ; they muft have been confcious, 
whether they themfelves did or did not pofiefs any 
miraculous gifts. — Now. can you, or can any man, 
believe, for a moment, that Paul (a man certainly 
of great abilities ) would have written public letters^ 
. full of lies, and which could not fail of being dif- 
covered to belies, as foon as his letters were read? 
— Paul could not be guilty of falfehood in thefe two 
points, or in either of them ; and i^ either of them 
be true, the chriftian religion is true. References 
to thefe two points are frequent in St. Paul's epif- 
ties: I will mention only a few. In his Epiftle to 
the Galatians, he fays, (chap. iii. 2, 5.) ** This 
only would I learn of you, received ye the fpirit 
(gifts of the fpirit) by the works of the law ?— He 
miniftereth to you the fpirit, and work eth miracles 
among you/* — To the Theffalonians he fays, (i 
Theff. ch. i. 5.) " Our gofpcl came not unto you 
in word only, but alfo in power^ and in rhe Holy 
Ghoft.**— ^To the Corinthians he thus expreffes him- 
fclf: (i Cor. ii. 4.) '* My preaching was not 
with enticing words of man's wifdom, but in the 
demoriftration of the fpirit and of power:**— »-and 
he adds the reafon for his working miracles — *' That 
your faith Ihould not ftand in the wifdom of men, 
but in the power of God. **-t- With what alacrity 
would the faftion at Corinth, which oppofed the 
apoftle, have laid hold of this and many fimilar de- 
clarations in the letter, had they been able to have 
detefted any falfehood in them ? There is'no need 
to multiply words on fo clear a point-^-the genuine- 
Hefs of Paul's Epiftles proves their authenticity, 
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independently of every other proof; for it is atbfurd 
in the extreme to fuppofe him, under circumftances 
of obvious deteftion, capable of advancing what 
was not true ; and if Paul's Epiftles be both genuine 
and authentic, the chriftian religion is true. — Think, 
of this argument. " .i 

You clofc your obfervations in the following^ man- 
ner:—" Should the Bible (meaning, as I have be- 
fore remarked, the Old Teftament) and Teftamcnt 
hereafter fall, it is not I that have been the occa- 
fion'* You look, I think, upoa your produdioa 
with a parent's partial eye, when you fpeak of it ia 
fuch a ftyle of felf^complacency. . The Bible^ Sir, 
has withftood the learning of Porphyry, and the 
power of yuliafij to fay nothing of the manicfaean 
Faujlus — it has refilled the genius^ of Boli'ngkroke^ 
and the wit of Foltairey to fay nothing of a numer- 
ous herd of iilferior aflailants ; and it will not fall 
by your force. You have barbed anew the blunted 
arrows of former adversaries ; you have feathered 
them with blafphemy and ridicule; dipped theqi 
in your deadlieft poifon ; aimed them with your 
utmoft (kill ; (hot them againftthe fhield of faith 
with your utmoft vigour ; but, like the feeble 
javelin of aged Prjam^ they will fearcely reach the 
mark, will fall to the ground without a ftroke> — 
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1 HE remaining part of your work can hardly be 
made i.be fubjeft of antinadverfion. It principally 
confifts of unfupported affertions, abufive appella- 
tions, illiberal farcafms, ftrtfes 0/ words, profan* 
haWn'^s, and oppyStioiii of fcicruc faifely fo (olkd. I 
"~ am hurt at being* in mere jiiltii:£ lo the fubjeft, 
under ihe neceffiiy of ufing fuch harfli language ; 
and am fincerely forry that, from what caufe 1 know 
not, your mind has received a wrong bias in every 
point refpefting revealed religion. You are capable 
of belter things ; for there is a philolophical fub- 
limity in fome of your ideas, when you fpeak pf 
ihe Supreme Being, as the creator of the univerfe. 
That you may not accufe me of difrefped, in pafs- 
ing Qver any part of your work without beftpwjng 
proper allention upon it, 1 will wait upon you 
through what you call your — conclufion. 

You refer your reader to the former part of the 
Age of Reafon ; in which you have fpolten of what 
you efleem three frauds — myftery, miracle, and 
prophecy. — I have not at hand the book to which 
you refer, end know not what you have faid on 
thefe fubjetts ; they are fubjefts of great importance, 
and we, probably, fhould differ effentially inour _J 
opinion concerning them ; but, I confefs, 1 am nol ^ 
forry to be excufed from examining what you have '" 
faid on thefe points. The fpecimen of your reafon-- 
ing, which is now before me, has taken from me 

every 



every iacUnaiion to trouble either my reider, or 
myfelf, with any obfervations on your former 
book. 

You admit the poflibility of God's revealing His 
will to man ; yet " the thing fo revealed," you fay, 
" is revetaiion to the perfon only to whom it is 
made; his account of it to another is no: revela- 
tion." — This is true ; his account is fimple retti- 
mony. You add, there is no " poffible criterion 
to jfidge of the truth of what he fays." — This I 
pofitively deny; and contend, that a real miracle, 
performed in atteftation of a revealed truth, is a 
certain criterion by which we may judge of the 
truth of that atteftation. I am perfectly aware of 
the objeflions which may be made to this pofition ; 
I have examined them with care ; I acknowledge 
them to be of weight; but I do not fpeak unad- 
vifedty, or as wiftiing to didatc to other men, when 
I fay, that I am perfuaded the pofnion is true. So 
thought Mofes, when, in the matter of Korah, he 
faid to the Ifraelites — " If thefe men die ihe com- 
mon death of all men, then the Lord hath not fent 
me." — So thought Elijah, when he faid—" Lord 
God of Abraham, Ifaac, and of Ifrael, let it he 
known this day, thai thou art God in Ifrael, and 
that I am thy fervant;" — and the people before 
whom he fpake, were of the fame opinion j for, 
when ihe fire of the Lord fell, and confumed the 
burnt facrifice, they faid — " The Lord he is the 
God." — So thought our Saviour, when he faid — 
'* The works ihai I do in my Father's name, they 
bear witnefs cf me i" — and, "if I do not the 
works of my Father, believe me not." What rea- 
fon have we to believe Jefus fpeaking in the gofpel, 
and to difbelieve Mahomet fpeaking in the Koran ? 
Both of ihem lay claim to a divine commifiion ; and 
yet we receive ihe words of the one as a revelation 
from God, and we rcicft the words of the oihcr as 
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Ian impoftarc of man. The reafon Is evidtct -, Jefu» 
eftabliftied his pretenfions, not by alledging ^ny 
Jecrct communication with the Deity, but b^ work- 
'ing numerous and indubitable miracles in the pre- 
ferce of ihoufands, and which ihe moft biitcr and 
watchful of his enemies could not difallow; . but 
Mahomet wrought no miracles at all. — Nor U a 
miiacle the only criterion by which we may judge ot" 
the truth of a rehtion. If a feries of prpphets 
fhould, through a courfe of many centuries, predI(S 
the appearance of a certain perfon, whom God 
would, at a partjciilir, time, fend into the world 
for a particular end ; and at length a perfon Hiould 
appear, in whom all ihe predictions were minutely 
accomplifiied ; fuch a completion of prophecy would 
be a criterion of the uuth of that revelation, which 
that perfon (hould deliver to mankind. Or if a 
peifpn fhould now fay, (as many falle prophets 
havefaitl, and are daily fa)ing,) that he had a com- 
miflioo to declare [he will of God ; and, as a proof 
of his veracity, fiiOuld predift — that, after his 
death, he would rife from the dead on the third 
day ; — the completion of fuch a prophecy would, I 
prefume, be a fiifEcient criterion qf ihe truth of 
what this man might have faid concerning the will 
of God. Now I teil you, (lays Jefus to his dif- 
ciptes, concerning Judas, who was to betray him,) 
iefore it come, that when it i« come to pals ye may 
believe (hat 1 am he. In various parrs of the gof- 
pels our Saviour, with the uimort propriety, claims 
-to be received as the inetfenger of God, not only 
from the miracles which he wrought, but from the 
prophecies which were tulfiited in his perfon, «nd 
from the prediflions which he himfelf delivered. 
Hence, inltead of there being no criterion by which 
we may judge of ihe trath of the chriftian revela- 
tion, ihcte arc clearly three. It is an eafy matter 
1^ to ufe an indecorous flippancy of language in fpeak- 
;n£ tf the chriflian religion, and with a fupercilious 
negligence 
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negligence to cUfs Chrifl and his apodles iiilaongd 
the impoftors who have figured in the world ; bytk 
is not, I think, an eafy matter for any man, of 
good fenfc and found erudition, lo make an impa.r- 
tial examination into any one of the three grounds 
of chriftianity which 1 have here mentioned, and to 
rejeft it. 

What is it, you alk, the Bible teaches ? —The 
prophet Micah llial! anfwer you : it teaches us — 
'* to do juflly, to love mercy, and to walk humbly 
with OUT God ;" — juftice, mercy, and piety, in- 
ftead of what you contend for — rapine, cruelty, 
and murder. What is it, you demand, the Tefta- 
ment te^iches us? You anfwer your queftion — to 
believe that the Almighty committed debaucherv 
with a woman. — Abfurd and impious ailertion ! 
No, Sir, no ; this profane dodrine, this miferable 
ituff, this blafphemous perverfion of fcripture, is 
your doctrine, not that of the New Tefiament. I 
will tell you the leffon which it teaches to infidels 
as well as believers ; it is a ieffon which philofophy 
never taught, which wit cannot ridicule, nor fophif- 
try difprove ; the leffon is this — " The dead fhall 
hear the voice of the Son of God, and they that 
hear fhall live : — all that are in their graves fhalt 
come forth ; they that have done good, unto the 
refurreflion of life ; and they that have done evil, 
unto the refurreclion of damnation." 

The moral precepts of the gofpel are fo well 
fitted to promote the happinefs of mankind in this 
world, and to prepare human nature for the future 
enjoyment of that blelTednefs, of which, ia our 
prefent ftate, we can form no conception, that I 
had no expeftaiion they would have met with your 
difapprobation. You fay, however, — " As to the 
fcraps of morality that are irregularly and thinly 
fcatiered in thofe bocTcs, they make no part o£_the 
pretended thing, revealed religion." — " Whalfoever 
K 3 ye 



ye woujd that men (hould do to you, do ye even ' 
to them." — Is this a Tcrap of morality ? Is it nt 
rather the concentered efieiice of all elhica, the 
vigorous root from which every brancli of moral 
duty towards each oilier may be derived? Dmie?, 
you know, are diiHngviiflted by moralifts into duties 
of perfect and iniperfert obligation ; d.ies the Bible 
teach you norhinff, wlieo it inftnifts you,' chat this 
difiinftion is dom^ away F when it bids you "put 
on bowels of mercies, kindnefs, humblenefs of 
mind, meekness, loiig-lufferihg, foibearing one 
another and forgiving one another, if any man 
have a quarrel againrft any." Thefe, and precepts 
fuch as rhefe, ynti will in vain look for in the codes 
of Frederir, or 'fujUnutn ; you cannot find them ill 
our itatute b oks ;, they were Tot taughf, nor are 
they lao^iit, in ihe fchools ol healhen philofophy ; 
or, if fome one or twn of thein ftould chance lo 
Le glanced at by a Plato, a Senec:n, or a Cicero, , 
they are not bound upon the confciences of man- 
kind by any fandion. It is in the gofpel, and in 
the gofpel alone, that we l?arn their importance ; 
ads of benevolence and brotherly love may be to 
un unbeliever voliiriary ads, to a chriftian they arc 
indifpenlable duties. — la a new commandment oo ! 
part of revealed religion? " A new command- 
ment I give unto you. That ye love one another :' 
the law of chriHian benevolence is enjoined us by 
Chrift hinifclf in the molt folemn manner, as the 
dUlinguilhing badge of our teing his difciplei 

Two precepts ynu particularize as inconfiflent I 
with thedirjnity and the nature of man — tiiat of not 
relenting iiijurieg, and that of loving enemies.- 
Who but yourfeff' ever interpreted literally the pro- 
verbial phrafc — " If a man fmite thee on thy right 
cheek, turn to him the other alio?" — Did Jefus 
himlclf turn the other cheek when the officer of the 
high prielt fm otehim? It is evident, thata patient 
acquief- 
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acquiefcence under flight perfonal injuries is here 
cnjomed ; and that a pronenefs to revenge, which 
in{tig.ate« men to favage a6is of brutality, for every 
trifling ofi^ence, is forbidden. As to loving enemies. 



and what think you is more likely to preferve peace, 
;ind to promote kind afl'ieclions amongfl: men, than 
the returning good for evil ? Chrifl:ianity does not 
:order us to^ love in proportion to the injury — ^" it 
.does not offer a prremium for a crime,'*— ^it orders 
u« to let our benevolence extend alike to all, that 
we may emulate the beijiignity of God himfelf, 
who maketh ** his fun to rife on the ^yil and on the 

In the law of Mofes, retalia'tlon for dejiberate in- 
juries had been ordaiaedr-an eye for an eye, a 
tooth, for a Xoorh^-^AriJioik^, i^ his treatife of 
fnoralsj fays, that forae thought retaliatibn of pej- 
fonal wrongs an aquitaj?.le procee^ding ; Rhadaman^ 
thus 16 laid to have gi^e» it hi^ fan'Sion ; the de- 
<emviral law* allowed it; thje common law of jEn^- 
3and did Bot forbid it; and it is laid to be ftiJlthe 
Jaw of fome countries, ^v^n iii .chri/lendom : but 
the inrld fpirlt of chriftianity abfolutely prohibits, 
«ot only the ret^iliatioii of injuries, but the indul- 
gence of eyery refentful propenfity. 

" k has baen/' you affirm, *• the fcheme of tlie 
chriftiaa -chyrch to hold man in ignorance of tb-e, 
creator^ as it is of governmjent to hold him in igno- 
f arnre -of his rights/' — I appeal to th^ plaifi fenfe of 
ap.y ii-onefl: man to judge whet.hcT this reprefentation 
be true in either particular. When he attends the 
Service of the church, does he difcover any defign 
in the miniftier to keep him in ignorance of his 
creator ? Are not the public prayers in which he 
ioins^the leflbns which arejcad to hira, the fermons 
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which are preached to him, all calculated to irrt- 
prefs upon his mind a ftrong conviflion of the nicr- 
cy, juftice, holintfs, -power, and wifdom of the 
one adorable God, blelTed for ever ! By ihefe means 
which the chriflian church"hath provided for our 
inHrui^ion, I will venture to hy, that the moft un- 
learned congregaiion of chriilians jil Gieat Britain 
have more jufl and fublime conceptions of the cre- 
ator, a more perfeft knowledge of their duty to- 
wards him, and a (Ironger inducement to the prac- 
tice of virtue, holincfs, and temperance, than alJ 
the philofophers of all the heathen countiies in the 
world ever had, or now have. If, indeed, your 
fcheme (hould take place, and men IhouM no longer 
believe their Bible, then would thiy foon become 
as ignorant of the crtalor, as all the world was 
when God called Abraham from his kindred -, and 
ai all the world, which has had no commonication 
with either jews or chiiftians, now is. Then 
would they foon bow down to flocks and flones, kifs 
their hand (as they did in the time of Job, and as 
the poor African docs now,) to ike moon walking in 
brightnejs, and deny the Cod t!:al is abcve ; then 
would they worihip Jupirer, Bacchus, and Venus, 
and emulate, in the iranfcendent flagitioufnefB of 
their lives, the impure morals of their gods. 

"What defign has government to keep men in ig- 
norance of iheir rights ? None whatever. — All wife 
ftatefmen are perfuaded, that the more men know 
of their rights, the better fubjtits they will become. 
■Siibjedb, not from necefiity but choice, are the 
firmcH friends of every government. The people of 
Greut Britain are well acquainted with their natural 
and (ocial rights ; they underhand them better than 
the people of any other country do; they know 
that they have a right to be iree, not only floin the 
capricious tyranny of any one man's wili, but from 
the more afflicting derpctifm of republican failions ; 

and 
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and IT is this vety knowledge which attaches them 
to the conftitution of their country. I have tio fear 
that the people (hould koow too much of their 
rights ; my fear is that they (hould not know xht^x 
ill all their relations, ahi to their full extent. The 
government does not defire that men (hould remain 
in ignorance of their rights ; but' it both de/ires, 
and requires, that they (hould not difturb the pub- 
lic peace, under vain pretences ; that' they (hould 
make themfelves acquainted, not merely with the 
rights, but with the duties alfo of nienin civil fo- 
cioty. I am far from ridiculing (as fome have 
done) the rights of man ; I hav^ long ago urid^er- 
ftood, that the poor as well as the tieh, and that 
the. rich as well a$ tlie poor, have, by nature^ 
fome rights, which no human government can 
juftly take from them, without their tacit or exprefs 
confent ; and fome alfo, which they themfelves 
have no power to furrender to any government. 
Qne of the principal rights of man, in a /late dther 
of nature or of fociety, is a right of property in 
' the fruits of his induftry, ingenuity, or good for- 
tune. — Does government hold any man in ignorance 
of this right ? So much the contrary,' that the chief/ 
care of government is to declare, afcertain, modify, 
and defend this right; nay, it gives right, where 
nature ^ives none ; it protects the goods of an in- 
teftate ; and it allows a man, at his death, to dif^ 
pofe of that property, which the law of nature 
would carafe to revert into the common (lock. Sin- 
cerely ot^ I am attached to the liberties of mankind, 
I cawnot but profefs myfeif an utter enemy to that 
fpiirious philofophy, that democratic infadity, which 
would equalize all property, and level all diflinc- 
tions in civil fociety. Perfonal diftindions, ari(ing 
from fuperior probity, learning, eloquence, (kill, 
courage, and from every other excellency of talents, 
are the very blood and nerves of the body politic ; 

ihev * 




fthey aniinaie fhe whole, and Invigorate every part ; 

p'wilhout thcin, its bones would become reeds, and 
its marrow water ; it would prefently fink into a 
fetid fenfelefs niafs of corruption. — Power may be 
Ttfed for private ends, and in oppofnion to the pub- 
lic good; rank may be improperly, conferred, and 
infolendy Tulfained ; riches may be wickedly ac- 
quired, and vicioufly applied : but as this is neither 
neceiTarily, nor generally the cafe, I cannot agree 
■with thofe who, in aireriing the natural equality of 
men, fpurn the inftituted diltinctions attending 
power, rank, and riches- — But I mean not to enter 
into any difcuflion on this fabjeft, fariher than lo 
fay, that your crimination of government appears 
to me to be wholly unfounded ; and to exprefs my 
hope, that no one individual will be fo far mided by 
difquifitions on the rights of man, as to think that 
he has any right to do wrong, as to forget that other 
men have rights as well as he. 

You are animated with proper fentiments of piety, 
when you fpeak of the flrmfture of the univerfe. 
No one, indeed, who confiders it wiih attention, 
can fail of having his mind filled wiih the fupremeft 
veneration for its Author. Who can contemplate, 
without adonifliment, the motion of a comet, run. 
ning far beyond ihe orb of Saturn, endeavouring 
to efcape into the pathlefs regions of unbounded 
fpare, yet feeling, at iis utmoft dJfiarce, the at- 
rraftive influence of the fun, hearing, as it were, 
ihe voice of God arreding its progrefs, and com- 
pelling it, after a lapfe of ages, to^reitcrale its an- 
cient courfe? — Who can comprehend the diUance 
tti the ftars from the earth, and from each ether ? — 
It is fo great, that it mocks our conception ; our 
very imagioatinn is lerrifitd, confounded, and loft, 
' when we are told, that a ray of light, which moves 
at the rale of above ten millions of niiles in a mi- 
,f(jiie, will not, though en)itted at lliis inftant from 
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the brighteft ftar, reach the earth inlefs than fix 
yfears. — We think this earth a great globe ; and we 
fee the fad wickednefs, which iridividuals are often 
guilty of, in fcraping together a little of its din : 
we^ view, with flill greater aftoiiifliment and horror, 
the mighty ruin which has^ in all ages, been 
brought upon human kind, by the low ambition 
of contending powers, to acquire a temporary pof- 
feflion of a little portion of its furface^ But Kow 
does the whole of this globe fmk, as it were, to 
nothing, when we confider that a million of earths 
will fcarcely equal the .bulk of the fun ; that all the 
(lars are funs -, and that millions of funs conftitute, 
probably, but a minute portion of that material 
world, which God hath diftributcd through the 
immenfity of fpace? — Syftems, however, of infea« 
liblc matter, though arranged in exquifite order, 
prove only the wiidom and the power of the great 
Architect of nature. — As percipient beings, we look 
for fomething more — for his goodnefs — and we can- 
not open our eyes without feeing it. 

Every portion of the earl.hj fea, and air, is full 
of fenfitive beings, capable, in their refpeflive or- 
ders, of enjoying the good things which God has 
prepared for their comfort. All the orders of be-* 
ings are enabled to propagate their kind ; and thus 
provifion is made for a fucceffive continuation of 
happinefs. Individuals yield to the law of diffolu- 
tion infeparable from the material ftrufture of their 
bodies : but no gap is thereby left in exiftencc ; 
their place is occupied by other individuals capable 
of participating in the goodnefs of the Almighty. 
Contemplations fuch as theie fill the mind with hu- 
mility, benevolence, and piety. But why (hould 
we flop here ? why not contemplate the goodnefs of 
God in the redemption, as well as in the creation 
of the world ? By the death of his only begotten 
Son Jefus Chrift, hp hath r^de^n^ed liic whole hu- 
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man race from the eternal death, which the ^ranf- 
greffioxi of Adam had entailed o^ all his pofterVy. 
— You believe nothing about the tranfgreffion pf 
Adam. The hiftory of Eve and the ferpent excites 
your contempt ; you will not admit that it is either 
a real hiftory, or an allegorical reprefentatidn pf 
death entering into the world through fin, through 
difobedience to the command of God. — Be it fb.-r— 
You find, however, that death doth reign over a)l 
mankind, by whatever meam it was introduced : 
this is not a matter of belief, but ©f lamentable 
knowledge. — The New Teftament tells us, that^ 
through the merciful difpenfation of God, Chrift 
hath overcarjf, death, and reftored man to that im- 
pioftality which Adam had loft: — this alfq you 
refufc Xo believe. — Why ? Becaufe you cannot ac • 
count for the propriety of ^his redemption. — J^^^. 
ferable reafon ! ftupid objeftioil ! What is there 
,that you can account for? Not for the germina- 
tion of a blade of grafs, not for the fall of the le^/ 
")of the foreft— and will you refufe to eat of the 
fruits pf the earth, becaufe God Ijas not given you 
wildom equal to his own ? Will you refufe to lay 
hold on immortality, becaufe he has not given you, 
becaufe he, prob^tbly, could not give to fuch a be- 
ing as man, a full manife(l;ation of the e^nd for 
which he defigns him, nor of the means requifite 
for the attainment of that end ? What father of a 
family can make level to the apprehenfion of his 
infant children, all the views of happinefs which 
his paternal goodnefs is preparing for ihem? How 
can he explain to- them the utility of reproof, cor- 
rcdiun, inflruCtion, example, of all the various 
rr»t!ans by uhich he forms their minds lo piety, tem- 
perance, and probity ? We are children in the haad 
of God ; we are in the very infancy of our exif- 
tence ; jufl: feparated from the womb of eternal du- 
ration^ it may not be poflible for the Father of the 

univerfe 



iiniverfe to explam to us (iniFants in apprehenfion !) 
the goodtiefs and the wifdom of his dealings with 
the fons of men. What qualiiie$ of mind will be 
necefl'ary for onr well-doing through all eternity, 
we know not ; what difcipHne in this inlancy of ex- 
iftence may be neceflary for generating theie quali- 
ties, we know not ; whether God could or cqq]4 
not, confiftently witli the general good, have for- 
given the tranfgreffion of Adam, without any atone- 
ment, we know not ; whether the malignity of *fitt 
be not fo great, fo oppofite to the general good, that 
it cannot be forgiven wbilft it exift% jjiat is, wfailft 
the mind retains a propenfity to it, we Jsnow not: 
fo that if there fliould be much greats-difficulty in 
comprehending the mode of God'$ iloral govenu 
ment of mankind than there really is, there would 
be no reafon for doubting of its reftitude. If the 
whole human race be confidered as but one fmall 
member of a large community of free and intelligeHt 
beings of different orders, and if this whole com- 
munity be fubjed to difcipline and laws pr^duftive 
of the grveateft poffibie good to the whole fyfteift, 
then may we ftili more reafonably fufpecl our capa- 
city to comprehend the wifdom and goodnefs of ail 
God'^ proceedings «i the moral government of the 
univerfe. 

You are lavifli in your praife" of deifm ; it is fa 
much better than aiheiim, that I mean not to foy 
any thing to its difcredit '; it is not, however, with^ 
out its difficulties. Wh<it think you of an uncaufed 
caufeof every thing ?'of a Being who has no relatioa 
to time, not being older to-day than he was yefter- 
day, nor younger to-day than he will be to morrow? 
who has no relation to fpace, not being a part hcr^ 
and a part there, or a whole any where? What 
think you of an omnifcient Bting, who cannot know 
the future aQions of a man ? Or, if his omnifeience 
enables him to know them, what think you of the 
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contingency of human aftions? And if human 
adions are not contingent, what think you of the 
moraity of adions, of the diftinftion between vice 
and virtue, crime and innocence, fin and duty ? 
What think you of the infinite goodnefs of a Being, 
who exifted through eternity, without any emana- 
tion of his goodnefs manifefted in the creation pf 
fenfitive beings ? Or, if you contend that there 
has been an eternal creation, what think you of an 
effeft coeval with its caufe, of matter not poftcrior 
to its Maker ? What think you of the exiftence of 
evil, moral ahfl natural, in the work of an infinite 
Being, powerful, wife, and good ? What think 
you of the ^ift of freedom pf wiM, when the abufe 
*of freedom becomes the caufe of general mifery ? 
I could propofe to your confideration a great many 
other queftions "of a fimilar tendency, the contemr 
plation of which has driven not a few from deifra to 
atheifm, juil as the difficulties in revealed religion 
have driven yourfelf, and fomc others, from chriftir 
anity to deifm. ' 

For my own part, I can fee no rcafon why either 
revealed or natural relifrion fhould be abandoned, 
on account of the difficulties which attend either of 
them. 1 look up to the incomprehenfible Maker of 
heaven and earth with unfpeakablc admiration and 
felf-annihilation, and am a deift.-^I conteinplate, 
with the utmoft gratitude and humility of mind, his 
unfearchable wildom and goodnefs in the redemp- 
tion of the world from eternal death, through the 
intervention of his Son Jefus Chrift, and am a 
chriflian. — As a deid, I have little expeflation ; as 
a chrilhan, i have uo doubt of a future ftate. I 
fpeak fpr my lei', and may be in an error, as to the 
ground of the fiift part of tijis opinion. You, and 
other men, may conclude difterently. From the 
inert nature of matter — from the faculties of the 
human mind — from ti;e apparent impeifeftion of 
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God's mora! government of the world — ^from ra^ny 
modes of analogical reafoning, and from other 
fources, fonie of the philofophers of antiquity did 
coUeft, and modern philofoplters may, perhaps, 
colleft a lirong probability of a future exigence, 
but (which is quite a diftind queilion) of a future 
flateof retiibution, proportioned to our mora! con- 
duifl in this world. Far be it from me to loofen 
any of the obligations to virtue; but I muft cbn- 
fefs, that I cannot, from the fame fources of argu- 
mentation, derive any pofitive affiirance on the fub- 
je£t. Ihink then with what thankfulnefs of heart 
I receive ihe word ot God, which tells me, that 
though " in Adam (by the condition d6 our natiire) 
all die ;" yet " in Chrift (by the covenant of grace) 
(hall al be made alive. " 1 lay hold on " eternal 
life as the gift of God through Jefus Chrlft j" I 
confider it not as any appendage to the nature I 
derive from Adam, but as ihe Iree gift of the 
Almighty, through' his Son, whom he hath ton- 
I ftituted Lord of all, ihe Saviour, the Advocate, 
KAnd the Judge of human kind. 
V. " Deifm," you affirm, *' teaches us, without the 
^j)o{iibiliiy of being miftaken, all that is neceffary 
Her proper to be known." — 'I'here are three things, 
Rtwhich all reafonable men admit are neccffary and 
Bbropcr to be known — the being of God — the pro- 
^Efidence of God — a future ftate of retribution — 
^RVhether thefe three truths are fo taught us by 
Bdeifm, that there is no pofiibility of being millakeii 

■ concerning any of ihcni, let the hifiory of phiiolo- 

■ phy, and of idolatry, and fupeiftition, lo ail ages 
l^and countries, determine- A volume might I e 
I filled with an account of the miflakes into wliich 
P^lhe greateft reaConers have fallen, and of the un- 
K certainty in which they lived, with refpeft to eery 
B'pne of ihefe points. I will advert, briefly, only to 
Bjhe la(l of them. Notwiihiianding the illultrious 
Blabours of Gaffi'mii, Ciidwortk, Cliikc, Baxter, and 
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(rf" above t»o Imndred other modern writers on ilw 
fubjeft, the natur.il monaHiy or immortalHy of the 
huAisn foul is ^s iitlle underdood by us, as it was 
by the phitofophers of Greece or Rome. The oj»- 
pofite opinions of Piita and ni Epirurus on this firb- 
jtft, have their feverai fupporters amongft the 
learned of the prefent age, in Great Britain, Ger- 
many, France, Italy, in every enlightened part of 
the world ; and they who have been tnoft ferioufly 
occupied in the ftiidy of the queftion concerning a 
future flate, as deducible from the nature of 
the human foul, are lead difpofed to give from 
reafoa a pofirlve decifion of it either way. The 
importance of revelation is by nothing rendered 
more apparent, than by the difcordam fentimcnls 
of learned and good men (for I fpeak not of the 
ignorant and immoral) on this point. They (he*' 
the infufficlency of human reafon, in a courfe of 
above two thoufaiid years, to unfold the myftetits 
of human nature, and to furnifh, from the conrcni- 
^Istiou of It, any affurance of the quality of our 
future condition. If you (hould ever become per. 
Tuaded of this infufficiency, (and you can fcarce 
fail of becoming fo, if you examine the matter 
deeply,; you will, if you aft rationally, be dif- 
pofed to invcftigate, with ferioufnefs and impartia- 
lity, the truth of chrillianity. You wilt fay of the 
gofpel, as the Northimbnan heathens faid of Paitli' 
tius, by whom they were converted to the chridian 
religion — " The more we retldtt on the nature of 
our foul, the Icfs we know of it. Whilil it ani- 
males our body, we may know fome of its proper- 
ties; but when once feparatcJ, ws Vnow not whi- 
ther it gees, or from whence it came. Since, then, 
the goj^el pretends to j^ive us clearer notions of 
thefe nianetj, we ought to hsai it, and laying aiide 
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all paflion and pTejudice, follow that which fiiall ap- 
pear moft confrrmable to right reafon," 

What a bleffing is it to beings, with fuch limited 
capacities as our's confefTedly are, to have God 
himTelf for our inftructor in every thing which it 
much concerns us to know ! We ate principally 
concerned in knowing — not the origin of arts, or 
thi; recondite depths of fcience — not the hiftories 
of mighty empires defolaiin'g the giobe by their 
contentions — not the fubtiliies of logic, the myf- 
teries of melaphyfics, the fublimiiies of poetry, or 
the niceties of criticifm. — Tbefe, and fubjefts fuch 
fts thefe, properly occupy the learned leifure of a 
few ; but ihe bulk of human kind have ever been, 
and mwtf ever remain, ignorant of them all ; they 
mud, of neceffity, remain in the fame ftate with 
that which a German emperor voluntarily put him* 
{df into, when he made a refolution, bordering on 
barbarifm, that he would never read a printed 
book. We are all, of every tank and condition, 
equally concerned in knowing— what will become 
of us after death ; and, if we are to live again, we 
are interefted in knowing — whether it be pofiible 
for us to do any thing whlKl we live here, which 

■ may render that future life an happy one. — Notr, 
" that thing called chriftianity," as you fcoffitigty 
fpeak — that lail belt gift of Almighty God, as I 
elfeem it, the gofpcl of Jefus Chriil, has given us 
the nioll clear and fatisfaftory information on boih 
thefe ■points. It tells us, what deifm never could have 
told us, that we Ihall certainty be raifed from the dead 
— that, whatever be the narure of the foul, we (ball 
certainly live for ever — and that, whilfl we live 
here, it is poffible for us to do mnch towards the 
rendering tbat everlalling life an happy one. — Thefe 
are tremenddus truths to bad men ; they cannot be 
received ajid refleded on with indifference by the 
belt [ and they fuggell to all fuch a cogent motive 
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to virtuous aflion, as deifm could not furnifh even 
to Bruins hiinfelf. 

Some men hive been warped to infidelity by 
viciournefs of life; and foine may have hypocriti- 
cally prafell'ed chrifiianity from profpefts of tem- 
poral advantage : but, beinc; a Uranger to your 
charafter, 1 neither inipLiie the former to you, nor 
can admit the latter as operating on inyfelf. Thd 
generality of unbelievers are fuch, from want of in- 
formation on the fubject of religion ; having been 
engaged from their youth in ftruggling for worldly 
diitinSion, or perplexed with the tnceffant intrica- 
cies of bufinefs, or bewildered in the purfuiis of 
pleafure, they have neither ability, inclination, nor 
leifure, to enter into critical difquifitions concerning 
the truth of chridianity. Men of this defcription 
are foun ftartled by objeflions which they are not 
competent lo anfwei ; and the loofe morality of the 
age (fo oppofite to chriiUan perfefllon !) co-operat- 
ing with ihelr want of fcripiural knowledge, they 
prcfentty get rid of their iiurftry faiih, and are 
ieldom fcdulous in the acqiiiiiiion of another 
founded, not on authority, but fnber inveftigatton. 
Prefuming, however, that many deifts areas fincere 
in their belief as 1 am in mine, and knowing that 
foine are mare able, and all as much interefted as 
myfelf, lo make a rational inquiry into the truth of 
revealed relijjion, I feel no propenfity to Judge un- 
charitably of any of them. They do not think as 
I do, on a fubjeil furpafiing all others in import- 
ance ; but they are not, on that account, to ,be 
Ipoken of by me with afpcriiy of language, to be 
thought of by me as perfons alienated from the 
mercies of God. The gofpel has been offered to 
their acceptance; and, trum whatever caufc they 
rejed it, t cannot but elteem iheir (ituation to be 
dangerous. Under the influence of that perfuafion 
I have been induced to write this book. 1 do not 
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expeft to derive from it cither fame or profit ; thefe 
are not improper incentives to honourable aftivity ; 
but there is a time of life when they ceafe to diie£t 
the judgment of thinking men. What I have writ- 
ten will not, I fear, make any impreffion on you ; 
but I indulge an hope, that it may not be without 
its effeft on fome of your readers. Infidelity is a 
rank weed, it threatens to overfpread the land ; its 
root is principally fixed amongft the great and 
opulent, but you are endeavouring to extend the 
malignity of its poifon through all the clafles of the 
community. There is a clafs of men, for whom I 
have the greateft refpeft, and whom I am anxious 
to preferve from the contamination of your irre- 
ligion — the merchants, manufafturers, and tradef- 
men of the kingdom. I confider the influence of 
the example of this clafs as eflfential to the welfare 
of the community. I know that they are in gene- 
ral given to reading, and defirous of information on 
all lubjeds. If this little book fliould chance to fall 
into their hands after they have read your's, and 
they ftiould think that any of your objeftions to the 
authority of the Bible have not been fully anfwered, 
I intreat them to attribute the omiffion to the 
brevity which I have ftudied ; to my defire of 
avoiding lei*Tned difquifitions ; to my inadvertency; 
to my inability ; to any thing rather than to an im- 
poflibility of completely obviating every difficulty 
you have brought forward. I addrefs the fame rje- 
queft to fuch of the youvh of both fexes, as may un- 
happily have imbibed, V from your writings, the 
poifon of infidelity; befeeching them to believe, 
that all their religious doubts may be removed, 
though it may not have been in my power to anfwer, 
to their fatisfaftion, all your objections. I pray 
God ihat the rifing generation of this land may be 
prcferved from that '' evil heart of unbelief," 
which has brought ruin on a neighbouring nation ; 
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that neither a negleded education, nor domeftic 
irreiigion, nor evil communication, nor the fafhion 
of a licentious world, may ever induce them to 
forget that religion alone ought to be their rule of 
life- 

In the conclufion of my Jpology for Chrijlianity^ I 
informed Mr. Gibb©n of my extreme averfion to 
public controverfy. I am now twenty years older 
than 1 was then, and 1 perceive that this my averfion 
has increifed with my age. I have, through life, 
abandoned my little literary produftipns to their 
fate : fuch of them as have been attacked, have 
never received anv defence from me : nor will this 
receive any, if it fhould meet with your public 
notice, or with that of. any other man. 

Sincerely wifliing that you may become a partaker 
of that faiih in revealed religion, which is the foun- 
dation of my happinefs in this world, and of all my 
hopes in another, 1 bid you farewell. 



R. LANDAFF. 

Cahnrlh Parl\ 
jfutiuary iO, 17^6. 
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